}ONTEMPORARY 
ISSUES 


<~ 


F AM MAG >A ZINE FOR A DEMOCRACY OF CONTENT 


2 7 ro. 


ae ik 


MAY-JUNE 1956 


¢ Notes on Recent Political Events” ___ C. Manes 
are 


The Campaign Against Remilitarization 


_ inGermany _ E. Zander 
‘How Weak are the Russians? > Virginia Davis 
: -Gaitskell and the Labour Party . : Andrew Maxwell 


; ‘Material ‘and Documents | 
Preliminary Report of the International 
g a : oie Commission on the Effects on 
~ Human Health of Atomic and Hydrogen 
_ Bomb aor Japan, June, 1955 


: ‘The Bombs Cie ae S. Sevitt 


Kafr Bira’e ‘am Tragedy oe s, E. N. Koussa 
40 cents 


ae Printed in England 


CONTEMPORARY ISSUES 


No. 26 | 
The 1952 Steel Strike Chambers McAdory 
The Radio Ban ge Peter Murray 
The Fluoridation Experiment ; eeny 11 Klerer 


Liberal Lobby or Popular Protest W. Hall & Paul Ecker 


For all who read German, we recommend our sister publication 


- DINGE DER ZEIT — 


Contents of No. 20 recently published: 


Ideologien und Weltvernichtung Jules Laurents. 
Wasserstoffbombe und Wetter K. Berninger 


Reaktion auf das Flugblatt ''Schluss 
mit der Wasserstoffbombe" 


Price 2/-, 40 cents 


‘DISCUSSION MEETINGS _ 


Friends, supporters and persons interested in the 
various ideas presented in Contemporary Issues 
hold regular meetings in various cities and coun- 
tries. Anybody who wishes to take part in such 
gatherings and discussions is asked to communicate 
with us at our London or New York address. _ 


CONTEMPORARY ISSUES 


Vol 7 ; MAY-JUNE, 1956 NUMBER 27 
CONTENTS 
PAGE 
Notes on Recent Political Events, by C. Manes 180 
The Campaign Against Remilitarization in Germany, by E. Zander 186 
How Weak are the Russians? by Virginia Davis 235 
Gaitskell and the Labour Party, by Andrew Maxwell 239 
Material and Documents 
Preliminary Report of the International Medical Commission 
on the Effects on Human Health of Atomic and Hydrogen 
Bomb Explosions, Japan, June, 1955 ... 243 
The Bombs, by S. Sevitt 248 
Kafr Bira’am Tragedy, by E. N. Koussa 253 


Subscription rates are 12s. ($2.40) per year, or 8s. ($1.60) for four issues. 


Published by Contemporary Press, 26 Heber Road, London, N.W.2, and 


545 Fifth Avenue, New York City, 17, N.Y., as a two-monthly. 


C. Manes 


NOTES ON RECENT POLITICAL 
EVENTS * 


he as the wild swings of the Russian political pendulum of an earlier 
day — from ultra radicalism adventurism to outright counter-revolution 
— were, on the surface, inexplicable, so the erratic staggering of world 
politics today — from sporadic conflicts through “Cold War” to the “Geneva 
Spirit” of peace and back again — appear similarly mystifying. This is the 
judgement to which one is led by the manifold, confused and contradictory 
explanations offered by the various propaganda mechanisms for the perplex- 
ing twists and turns of the international scene. Aside from the variations. 
that are sounded on the theme of colossal Russian deviousness and Machia- 
vellian slyness, no prominent spokesman is able or willing to establish a 
reasonable continuity for the course of recent history. 

This is all the more striking, since one can indicate with pinpoint precision 
that moment when the tendencies to a “Geneva Spirit”, or something simi- 
lar, achieved overt expression — the death of Stalin. Coincident with his 
death was created world-wide speculation on the struggle for power immedi- 
ately to ensue between the various blocs and individuals who were previously 
able to accomplish their unity only through him. The expected struggle came 
about, but with a surprising diminution of bloody solutions as arrived at 
under Stalin. That the organizations and individuals contending for Stalin’s. 
mantle were compelled to carry on their manipulations more or less openly,. 
unable to completely destroy one or another immediately (with the notable 
and significant exception of Lavrentia Beria and his supporters), was the 
first and most clear indication of a changed and changing situation. 

But very few ventured to push this obvious consideration further to the 
recognition that, concomitant with the struggle in the rarefied atmosphere 
of the state apparatus, the needs and interests of many millions, oppressed by 
the state as a whole, would make themselves felt. This pressure from below 
needed time and an appreciation of the situation before it could enter, even 
in the slightest degree, into the arena. The lapse of time, for the gathering 
of forces and the expression of developing sentiment, has erased from the 
consciousness of most that in Stalin was represented the long and painful 
struggle to erect and maintain the slave empire that is Russia. With this 
factor removed, the masses have again begun to find the chinks and crannies 
in the armor of the totalitarian state from which they may pry some relief 
for their intolerable condition. 

The sudden completion of the Austrian treaty and the rapprochement with 
Tito, which were presented to the world for the most part as matters of 
Russian whimsy, were the earliest steps in the new direction. Behind them 


% These notes serve as an introduction to Ernst Zander’s article which follows 
immediately upon them. 
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lay the increasing difficulty of dealing oppressively with large populations — 
the most difficult and the largest, Russia’s own population for whom 
slave labor, “legal” oppression and the lack of consumption goods are driving 
forces. The agrarian problem, greatest in terms of geography and the num- 
bers involved, constitutes an especially critical aspect of the Russian economy 
which has yet to raise itself from the level of a backward country to that of 
the least advanced of the industrial nations. 

Secretary of State Dulles contends that the “Soviet” gross national 
product is at a $135 billion level. Sulzberger of the New York Times agrees 
that the “Soviets” have an “economy technically only a third as strong as 
ours”. This is the assumption which appears to dominate official opinion. 
It is equivalent to declaring that the U.S.S.R. is more powerful economically 
than the United States was in 1929. In practical terms this views the Russian 
economy as having grown at an uninterrupted rate as great as the unprece- 
dented growth of United States output this last year, again according to the 
official view. But a sustained 8 per cent annual increase in gross national 
product was patently impossible during twenty-five years of war and turmoil 
and without such growth it could not reach the figure of $135 billions. The 
true picture is, of course, considerably different. More than 130,000,000 
Russian peasants are worse off than in 1925 — per capita consumption less 
than $100 a year. Ten to fifteen million slave laborers are in a worse condi- 
tion. For 70,000,000 urban Russians consumption runs no higher than 
approximately $350. On this accounting personal consumption must be under 
$40 billions. This suggests a Russian gross national product of $70 to $80 
billions, strong for Asia perhaps, but about half as strong as claimed and 
by no means a third as strong as that of the United States. If, to this, one 
adds the enormous disproportion of the economy caused by armament pro- 
duction and atomic energy futilities, there emerges the extent of the pressure 
on the population generally. 

During the course of 1955 there leaked to public attention many small 
indications of the successful efforts of the Russian masses to lever some 
improvement of their life from the slave state. These indications can be 
summed up more or less as follows: Conditions in the forced labor camps 
have been improved and some camps have even been eliminated. The army 
has replaced the M.V.D. in running some of the camps with the consequent 
likelihood of a mitigation of oppressive conditions. Military courts are 
reviewing the cases of hundreds of thousands arbitrarily sent to exile or 
forced labor by the M.V.D. Many have been reported released. A new 
criminal code and “code of procedure”, substantially improving the legal 
position of the individual, is slowly taking shape and being secretly imple- 
mented without general public knowledge. Criminal penalties to enforce 
labor discipline and prevent labor turnover have been abolished. Peasants 
are no longer to be held criminally liable for failure to complete require- 
ments for work on collective farms. Managers of factories will be allowed 
to profit from surpluses and will no longer be regarded as criminals for 

minor acts of negligence. 

With these signposts in the direction of relaxing the severities of police rule 
imposed under Stalin and carried out last by Beria, signposts which also 
show a tendeniy to ease the clutch of the state upon ordinary bourgeois 
production, there must be considered the off-again on-again Malenkov pro- 
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gram for raising production of consumption goods as against industrial 
goods. For all the furore over Premier Malenkov’s resignation and the 
“repudiation” of his program, which was interpreted as bringing hot embers 
to the “Cold War’, Finance Minister Zverev recommends that “the growth 
of heavy industry is to be slowed somewhat and the growth of consumer 
goods production speeded so that the two are near equality”. 

From this — and much more can be added, such as the relegalization of 
abortion — it appears that the essential root of the “Geneva Spirit” is 
Russian weakness. It can, of course, be legitimately claimed that this weak- 
ness underlies the fraudulent “Cold War” as well. How, then, can it explain 
the turn from one to the other? It can only be that, some time during the 
early part of 1955, Russian weakness became critical in the face of one or 
more oppositions based on the conditions touched on here. It was, in fact, 
at that time that Secretary of State Dulles dragooned Congressional recalci- 
trants of his own country into accepting the Geneva meeting by threatening 
them with the possible imminent collapse of the Russian empire. That Mr. 
Dulles would therefore seem to credit the “myth of Soviet power” only 
when suited to his need for a “Cold War” is, of course, an obvious fact of 
political behavior. “Honest John” Dulles had, and still has, even more 
reason than the Russian slavemasters to find the Geneva meeting useful. 
In addition to worrying in common with them over their imperialist system 
starved for lack of goods and production, he must concern himself with the 
American empire bursting at the seams with unsaleable merchandise and 
unused production. Thus it comes about that behind the foofaraw of “peace 
talk” the real purpose of the Geneva conference was to meet the immediate 
crisis of the Russian empire and to lay the groundwork for propping up 
both empires still further. 

Both problems were handled with comparative ease. The noise of friend- 
ship “at the top”, between Eisenhower and Bulganin-Krushchev, was surelv 
enough in itself to cause hesitation among oppositionists to the Stalin state 
who had up to that point counted the United States as the most powerful 
instrument against the régime. As the “friendship tactic” extended and un- 
folded itself, it became apparent that the American government was pre- 
pared to render considerable assistance to the Russian régime to help it 
maintain itself. Not least by any means was the more or less open offer to 
supply surplus consumption goods from the United States to help ease the 
pressure on the Russian state. And with this offer was revealed the proposed 
solution for the developing difficulties of the American economy. 

It is not Russia alone but the Balkan satellites as well which are to pro- 
vide outlets for goods from the choked American economy. They are en- 
visaged as the recipients of those commodities which are a chronic surplus 
to the United States and which may, for a time, reduce the difficulty of rule 
for the states in question. American support for a Balkan federation is, for 
the moment, mostly oral, held in abeyance for that time when political 
measures must supplement the economic strokes. The United States may yet 
take a Balkan federation directly under its wing, which will naturally be 
hailed as a great diplomatic triumph “against” the Russians. Only one thing 
is excluded under such a perspective: that much capital goods be sup- 


plied these areas to enable them to increase their own productive capaci- 
ties. 
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To those who would maintain that speculations about “crisis” in Russia 
are based on “varying degrees of ignorance”, an illuminating analogy with 
a minor “crisis” in the United States may be developed. This relates to the 
apparently strange rise and decline of the would-be fascist, Senator Mc- 
Carthy, whose name has become a byword for a demagogic onslaught 
against the people. 

On the surface it would appear that his colleagues finally lost patience 
with the wayward Senator and took him to account for his misdemeanors. 
This is, of course, the impression that was designed in advance and stands 
the matter on its head. Far from losing patience with their colleague, this 
“millionaire’s club”, the Senate, was quite prepared, despite some qualms, 
to allow the Senator from Wisconsin to go as far as he liked. Their qualms 
exceeded their tolerance only when it became apparent that his very success 
might endanger them all. Only when he had managed to frighten most of 
the country (and some of the rest of the world to boot) did his confréres 
perceive that he was bringing down the alarmed wrath of the nation upon 
his head and, once the masses got under way, his might not be the only 
head to roll. Hastily there was set up a mechanism which would serve to 
thrust the fascist McCarthy into the background, appease and curtail the 
developing anger, and present the movers of the mechanism as_ heroic 
defenders of democracy. No more mordant note on the comic-play mecha- 
nism, displayed through the press and over radio and television, can be 
sounded than the comment that in a certain very fundamental sense it was 
McCarthy who was the defender of democracy and it was his “judges” 
who sold it away cheaply. Not many are aware that the centuries-long 
struggle between the Presidency and Congress, since the very establishment 
of the Constitution — over the right of Congress to investigate and review 
the acts of the Executive — has finally reached resolution in the McCarthy 
hearings. It was McCarthy who, for his own purposes, stood forth for the 
rights of the people’s representatives, Congress; it was the “democrats” who 
assured the President that they had no right to peek into the affairs of his 
office, thereby establishing the Presidency as a virtually uncontrolled dic- 
tatorship. But the mechanism was effective. McCarthy was saved from an 
aroused electorate and his task was handed over to a more competent 
instrument. 

Just as American sentiment against the high-handed Senator was pre- 
vented by parliamentary maneuvering from finding organized expression, 
so, too, resistance to Russian oppression has been controlled. Yet “control”, 
in the dynamics of this restless world, is but a delicate balance precariously 
maintained. The implements for control tend to take on a life of their own. 
Thus it comes about that, in the same way that Eisenhower cannot employ 
outright the power placed into his hand (though most of McCarthy’s tactics 
are now carried on by governmental “boards”), the Russian régime cannot 
scrap out of hand the aura of friendship which helped it to solidify its posi- 
tion. So the “Geneva Spirit” and the “Cold War” continue to march on side 
by side in 1956. 

The pained lamentations which greeted the “failure” of the second 
Geneva conference sound either hypocritical or incredibly naive. The 
“failure” was all prearranged, if not with conscious deliberation, which is 
indeed the most likely, certainly by the conditions judiciously prepared 
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during the several years preceding. The most generally disappointing of the 
“failures” marking the foreign ministers’ meeting was the “inability” to 
resolve the problem of Germany. It appears to present itself as a sad 
awakening for the ever-bewildered liberals. Carolus, in the Nation, writes: 

... the Big Four foreign ministers, instead of reuniting Germany as they were 
supposed [!] to do, confirmed its devision for the foreseeable future. 

... Harmony reigned as the Bundesrat met to survey Geneva’s outcome. Chan- 
cellor Adenauer, just recovered from a severe illness, entered the legislative 
chamber and took the unprecedented step of shaking hands with Erich Ollen- 
hauer, leader of the Social Democratic Opposition. It was, indeed, as though no 
Opposition existed, as if the interminable struggle between Social Democrats and 
the Adenauer coalition which has marked the last few years of West Germany’s 
political life had never taken place, (Emphasis added.) 

But how could it be otherwise when the whole struggle had been a sham to 
begin with, when Eisenhower and Bulganin-Krushchey were rather bent on 
maintaining the division of Germany, when they were interested in retaining 
as long as possible the destructive effects of the Morgenthau Plan? Of 
course, with the problem shelved “for the foreseeable future”, wisdom enters 
belatedly into liberal heads. In the calm atmosphere of completed events, the 
New York Post editorializes: 

Imagine the possible impact of an announcement by the West at Geneva that 
it was prepared to renounce its demand for German troops in NATO in return 
for genuinely free all-German elections. With that single stroke we could have 
banished the specter of militarism .. . 

Hear! Hear! Aside from the weakness of demanding German troops at 
all, whether in NATO or not, this is not bad. But where was the Post and 
the Nation and Carolus when the German people were carrying out just such 
a policy, resisting the reimposition of militarism upon their country? Were 
they not part of that baying chorus demanding that the German people be 
rearmed against their will? And having helped foist this upon Germany and 
thereby ensured the division of Germany “for the foreseeable future”, what 
peculiar twist of the mind enables them to avoid responsibility for “the trap 
in which Dulles finds himself”, as the New York Post distorts the position? 

Trap it is indeed — war propaganda, cold war, remilitarization — but for 
Germany and Europe, not for Dulles. And at one point at least, the trap 
was clearly recognized, especially by the people in Germany and Japan. 
Asked to become brave soldiers again, while only yesterday they had been 
“collectively guilty”, they were shocked by America’s cynicism, tried to 
resist, and forced the Western powers to maneuver for several years in order 
to bring their plans for Germany and Japan to completion. The wish of the 
German people to resist, which still continues to delay the remilitarization of 
their country, was a powerful sentiment in the period previous to the last 
election held by Adenauer. As this sentiment began to crystallize into a 
national movement, our German friends entered the scene with a book 
entitled “The Campaign Against Remilitarization in Germany” in which 
the point that remilitarization would ensure the division of Germany was 
stressed over and over against the demagogic “perspectives” for unification 
offered from different standpoints by the Bonn government, the Social 
Democrats, the Stalinists, Russia and the Allies. The first part of that book 
has already been made available to our English readers in No. 23 of Con- 
temporary Issues and below we present, from its second part, four chapters 
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_ of lasting interest. This second part had the form of a survey and critique of 
numerous documents and letters which had been sent in by organizations 
and individuals, participating in the campaign, in reaction to a leaflet issued 
by our German friends. The spirit of the book as a whole is best charac- 
terized by lines from its concluding paragraphs which may serve for the 
opening of what follows: 

How old is the saying: “The history of the world is the world’s judge- 
ment”? So also is the survey of the movement against German remilitariza- 
tion (and beyond this, against world armament) the critique of this move- 
ment. It has shown its strengths and its foibles, its doubts and its certain- 
ties, its real possibilities and its illusions, its nervousness and its calm reflec- 
tion, its fickleness and its resoluteness, its knowledge and its ignorance, its 
inexperience and its maturity, its selfish and its selfless participants, its con- 
ditional friends and unconditional enemies, its momentary and its future 
needs, its division and its cohesion, its immediate and its far-reaching goal. 
And it has forced the mighty of the earth, by its elemental power, to give it 
time for a glance at itself and its environment. Calm reflection, which was 
not contaminated by any artificially produced war hysteria, which treated 
the official war propaganda as sheer demagogy, which stuck to the law of 
motion of capitalist society and not to the scanty consciousness of its apolo- 
gists and lackeys and which was convinced that it would be possible to give 
the movement, even if by a limited survey, an idea of its own force — this 
reflection has triumphed. Those who present this survey are a part of the 
movement, and through this survey the movement has proved to the German 
Bundes president that true democracy is not only possible but also removes 
any possibility of demagogy. For this is the secret of each genuine people’s 
movement: it suppresses nothing, is silent over nothing and just because of 
that is able to unmask the isolation of the demagogic minority and its 
intellectual-political impotence. 

Audacity and resolution, friends! What stands against you lives only for 
lack of unified, organized opposition! We ourselves are not silent and are 
not permitted to be silent about the fact that the crisis of humanity is sum- 
marized in the remark of H. Belloc: “If European society is intent upon 
maintaining the institution of private property, it will be forced to reintro- 
duce slavery”. All right, believe that it is not the capitalist mode of produc- 
tion with its private property over the social means of production which 
threatens humanity with slavery and annihilation. Believe what you want, 
but don’t let yourself be fooled by opponents with the question of what is 
“positive” in the struggle against remilitarization! The housewife who 
“negatively” sweeps her room, has “positively” cleaned it — if the negative 
goes out of the door, the positive comes in. 


Ernst Zander 


THE CAMPAIGN AGAINST 
REMILITARIZATION IN GERMANY 


THE DOCUMENTS 


THE NON-VIOLENT FOR PACIFICATION AND THE 
MITIGATION OF TENSIONS 


\ ( E have been informed about the endeavors of the “Non-Violent” by the 
following letter: 


Dear Friends; July 15, 1951. 

I thank you for sending me some copies of your leaflet, “Against Remilitariza- 
tion”, which I read with great interest. It shows clearly enough that you are not 
under Communist influence as most(?) organizations which are opposed to re- 
militarization in Western Germany. As the founder and leader of the circle of 
Non-Violent, I have, by taking Germany as the point of departure, established for 
myself a goal similar to your own, namely: to stabilize and secure peace in 
Europe. 

The little attached text, “What Do the Non- Violent Want?”’, informs you of our 
conception, while the enclosed article, ‘“Tolerance—Right and Wrong”, in its first 
part gives some of the intellectual bases of our activity and in the second and third 
parts indicates some concrete political goals. The other little sheet is for our Youth 
Department. (Of all the material mentioned here and later, nothing was received. 
There has been received, however, another sheet entitled: “The Wrong Way and 
the Way Out.”—E.Z.) 

I was born in 1906, and in 1931-32 was in India (Ceylon), where I studied 
Buddhism. Since then I have been engaged in religio-philosophical and historical 
studies, the results of which, in connection with the sharpening of the political 
conditions, urged me to publicly show the way out of the crisis as I perceive it, 
and to go ahead on this road, practically. I stand on spiritual and intellectual 
foundations that are similar to those of Gandhi and the Non-Violent therefore 
distinguish themselves from all other non-Communist peace movements by the fol- 
lowing facts: first that they not only talk about the necessary ways for the pacifica- 
tion of Germany and Europe, but go these ways themselves, and secondly, that 
while they are the most active they are nevertheless the most non-violent and 
assume a totally peaceful attitude. 

As you will see from the enclosed “Open Letter to the Chancellor of the German 
Reich”, I demonstrated in February of this year before the Bundeshaus in Bonn 
for humanitarianism and reconciliation. In the coming weeks I will start an entire 
series of demonstrations with approximately 20 persons (here in Hamburg). We 
will carry a series of placards and have worked out texts which show unequivocally 
our attitude for an attachment neither to the East nor to the West. 

. I have succeeded in instructing here, in my town, in Hamburg and in Bremen, 
a small circle of men about the necessity of the indicated ways and to slowly create 
what is called here a “Sworn Community”. Some are now ready to engage with 
me in ways which will provoke the hostility and persecution of the Bundes Govern- 
ment, but we see the events of the times nearly overtaking us. That much depresses 
us. The opposite side disposes of tremendous means so the impression is created 
by the press that the whole world wants war, while, in reality, nine-tenths of all 
the German people in the Western Zone are against remilitarization .. . 

I was very glad to’ receive such a leaflet as yours from England, I would appreci- 
ate it if it would still be possible to receive the last numbers of your periodical 
“Dinge der Zeit”. -I am especially interested in the controversy between the 
different “war mongers” and “peace mongers” . . 

The possibility for closer collaboration should be created in order to achieve 


greater effect. With friendly greetings, Paul Debes. 
186 
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Comment 

The atomization of the individual in bourgeois society and the fetishization 
of all things that springs from the commodity character of products reflects 
itself in the life of groups, strata, classes, etc., and often leads to the 
accentuation of intellectual particularities, of specific political methods and 
procedures, even when alleged differences are already overcome and in 
practice play no further role. The crisis, which is also central for Debes and 
out of which he, like all others, wishes to show the way, is based on the 
exhaustion of the possibilities of bourgeois commodity economy, and is 
therefore not one of the former periodical crises, but (to use the expression 
of one of the participants in the campaign) a “general crisis” which also 
shakes and transforms the consciousness. As long as the commodities behave 
half-way “normal”, i.e. circulate in their overwhelming quantity, assert their 
self-existence as commodities, remain saleable without too much disturb- 
ance, do not withdraw themselves from consumption and the renewal of the 
process, etc.—so long is atomization predominant. The particular interests 
of the single commodity owners and commodity sellers (including all those 
who have nothing to sell but the commodity “labor power’’) harden them- 
selves under the influence of the perpetual repetition of the same process. 
(law of inertia); all human relations dissolve themselves into material rela- 
tions (buying and selling) and there still arises new hardening and isolation, 
even where the always effective contradictions of commodity production 
have already provoked intellectual and material resistance, and where one 
already strives to overcome them (classical example: the workers’ movement 
which, in theory and practice, stubbornly fetishized everything with which 
it came into contact, from the “Iron Law of Wages” up to adulation of the 
monster in the Kremlin). The human or general relations (the so-called com- 
munity interest) are reduced under these circumstances to a mere ornament 
(the most extreme case: the “Socialist” interest of the Stalinist bureaucracy 
as justification for the slave economy) and are nothing but the ideological 
embellishment of the commodity relations which, in their cold, impersonal 
generality, determine all relations, and the most general effect of which is 
the self alienation of man and his subjugation to the power of things. 

If, however, commodity economy strikes the limit set for it by competi- 
tion, buying and selling; if profit diminishes for the overwhelmng number 
of the accomplished purchases and sales, and there diminishes also the 
quantity as well as quality of the means of subsistence exchanged for the 
sale of labor power; if stagnation and crises become the norm and the 
majority of humanity, driven into the whirlpool of commodity circulation, 
sinks into ever deepening misery; if most of the commodities no longer 
citculate “normally” but the whole profit system must be supported by sub- 
sidies, state regulations, restrictions on commerce and consumption, and the 
development of many countries must be kept down by force or even thrown. 
back; if profit is, for the most part, no longer realizable by sale in free com- 
petition but is guaranteed by the state with the help of taxation; if the 
renewal of the economic process takes place more at the expense of con- 
sumer’s goods industries and in favor of the state-subsidized war and 
destruction industries; if the greater part of the commodities remain un- 
obtainable by the greater part of the consumers; if the unfolding of com- 
modity production itself reveals drastically that the nonsense of the un- 
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relenting progressive impoverishment of an ever greater majority of the 
world population and the impossibility of providing it with the most neces- 
sary goods, springs from an abundance of unsaleable commodities—only 
when this is felt on a world scale is the relation slowly reversed and directs 
mass consciousness towards the human relations, tyrannized by the material 
relations. 

The same force which has effected the atomization of the individuals and 
the fetishization of things, institutions, opinions, credos, sciences, etc., etc., 
now drives the isolated atoms together and renders their material fixation 
relative by dissolving the inflexible particular interests into a ready-handed 
general human interest, summarized innumerable times in the elementary 
catch word: the salvation of humanity from barbarism and doom! Im- 
portant, here again, is the fact that the material foundation for the general 
interest has been laid by the development of commodity production itself, 
which has rendered commodity economy superfluous and produced the com- 
pulsion to replace it by an economy for use, capable of all-sided develop- 
ment. As long as the commodity economy still exists, the tendency of 
atomization and fetishization continues to exercise a strong effect and pro- 
duces on one side the more gruesome excrescences and dangers the more 
commodity economy degenerates, but on the other side the hitherto divisive 
intellectual and other particularities now become, for the great majority, 
more and more mere ornament and individual ideological embellishment of 
community interests directly expanding into all relations. The consciousness 
becomes in this process so strongly shaken that parts of the lesser affected 
and privileged strata are also seized by apathy, aversion and desperation, 
others revolt against the senselessness of the system and even members of 
the mightiest ruling strata lose “the taste for it’. 

Whoever wants to understand what goes on under our very eyes must 
study the impulses of all strata and must learn to distinguish the essential 
from the accidental. Indeed, Paul Debes, too, tells in essence only that he 
recognized remilitarization of Western Germany as a disaster and will 
oppose it. Nobody who is for or against something will succeed in assuming 
a “quarrelless”’ attitude; simple argumentation is already “quarrelling” and 
becomes especially so if one will pursue a certain way which will provoke 
hostility and persecution on the part of the Bundes government. On the 
other hand, everything is “force” which is executed against the will and the 
intentions of others: what is bad is not justified force, but physical and intel- 
lectual violation, and here everybody must answer to his conscience whether 
or not he will resist with force, if necessary, the violation of the majority by 
the blood-drenched minority which does not hesitate to perform any crime. 
(N.B. — All spiritual foundations have, even during the lifetime of Gandhi, 
spared India nothing of those struggles, pains, suffering and the horrors of 
civil war by which it is still shaken today. One could rather defend the 
thesis: Gandhi’s unhappy politics have cost much blood and did India more 
harm than good.) In any case, one cannot impose conditions upon history, 
and since thus far nobody but the Stalinists have employed other means 


1 We have previously translated the German word Streitlosen, which literally 
means “quarrelless”, as “non-violent”. Streitlosen appears in the name of Debes’ 
organization. 
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_ against the remilitarization than oral and written propaganda, peaceful 
demonstration, letters to the heads of the Federal Republic, etc., all exposi- 
tion of differences concerning ways, means and methods are of a purely 
verbal nature where one struggles for the same goal. A real difference in 
methods is immediately a difference in content too, as can be recognized, 
for example, in the difference with those who fall for the Stalinist unity 
maneuvers and are being kept away in one fashion or another from the 
direct struggle against remilitarization in West and East by giving prefer- 
ence to the unification of Germany. Different as are the “ways” here, to 
achieve the unification of Germany, so also are the expected results: with 
one an (even if unintentionally) enslaved and miserable united Germany, 
with the other a free, healthy and demilitarized one. Therefore practical 
difference does not exist with the “Non-Violent”—were it otherwise Debes 
could not envisage, without further ado, collaboration to obtain greater 
effect. Besides, for this collaboration he has a broad basis; he sees the 
ele problem quite correctly and says in “The Wrong Way and the Way 
Out: 


Bolshevism has arisen because the stronger suppressed and exploited the weaker 
(capitalism)! 

Capitalism has arisen because men expected happiness from money and material 
goods alone (materialism)! 

Materialism has arisen because men lost the happiness of common experience 
and because they no longer felt happiness and joy between each other and together, 
‘but alienated themselves! (Statement of the atomization and self-alienation of men 
in bourgeois society! —E.Z.) 

Alienation has arisen because men no longer saw and knew common (!) ways 
and goals! 

Thus, by the loss of a common goal, there has occurred the splitting up into 
amany goals and ways; 

by the splitting of many ways and goals, there has occurred the alienation of 
aman from man; 

through alienation, mankind lost the happiness and joy of common experience 
4symbiosis); 

by the loss of happiness and joy in the midst of the community, mankind sought 
its happiness mainly in external things and brought materialism into being (trans- 
mutation of all objects for use and human qualities, including intellectual products, 
convictions, honor, body, religion, principles, etc., into articles of commerce or 
saleable commodities and the universal fetishizing of this commodity world! — 


E.Z.); 

from materialism arose egoism (better: the false fetishized egoism! — E.Z.) and 
from it, capitalism; 

from an unjustified need (the avoidable and unnecessary need! — E.Z.) created 
through capitalism, arose Bolshevism (the workers’ movement as a whole! — E.Z.); 


this bolshevism is the cause of a threatening war through which it shall be 
destroyed (this is the only point where Debes is seduced by an unscientific line of 
thought to the false conclusion that Stalin’s “Bolshevism”, which is only the 
legitimate offspring of putrefying capitalism, shall be “destroyed” by war, while in 
truth the development in peace and war amounts to the “Bolshevization”, i.e. 
fascization of the world. — E.Z.). 

The danger of a total war will continue to exist as long as Bolshevism exists 
as a competitor of capitalism; if this war is to be avoided and definitely overcome, 
then Bolshevism will have to be overcome! (Wrong: historically Bolshevism has 
been long deceased. For that reason, it cannot, as “Bolshevism”, become a com- 
petitor of capitalism, but Russia, being itself a capitalist, only totally fascist and 
especially degenerated part of the capitalist system, can at utmost only compete in 
such a way as, purely theoretically, does every other capitalist country too, The 
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competition of the capitalist countries among themselves is the cause of wars— 
the weapon of competition is often replaced by the competition of weapons, but 
we are still far away from a “total war’ between the competitors, America and 
Russia. — E.Z,). 

Bolshevism is (better: was! — E.Z.) only the answer to the unjustified (!) need 
created by capitalism; therefore capitalism must be overcome! 

Capitalism is the search for happiness in the material domain because happiness 
in the domain of the soul, common experience, has been lost through alienation. 
Therefore the alienation must be overcome and the common experience felt again! 

If alienation is to be overcome and common experience is to be felt happily 
again, common ways and goals must again bind men together! 

Because we live, today, together (!) in greatest need (!) and danger, we have 
again a common (! ) goal! 

From out of the common goal must now grow common endeavors! 

From out of the common endeavours then grows the common experience! 

From out of the common experience grows happiness and joy! 

From out of happiness and joy in the experience of the community grows the 
abandoning of materialism! 

Out of the overcoming of materialism grows the abandonment of egoism! 

Out of the overcoming of egoism grows the abandoning of capitalism! 

Out of the overcoming of capitalism grows the dissolution of Bolshevism! (That 
is right if we say, instead of “Bolshevism”, Fascism—without the overcoming of 
capitalism, the annihiliation of Fascism is impossible. — E.Z.). 

With the dissolution of Bolshevism (understood as Fascism — E.Z.), in the last 
analysis to be achieved only in the above way, peace and concord are finally 
restored in the world! 


The logical chains of Debes have substance: what is to be scientifically 
criticized in these chains does not touch the kernel of his correct concep- 
tion. To overcome capitalism is indeed the whole problem; errors concern- 
ing the rise of the evil which plagues us and similar errors are unimportant 
at a time when it openly presents itself as evil and the main thing is to 
eliminate it. But economic forms can never be overcome until they them- 
selves have created the material and conscious preconditions, have com- 
pletely outlived themselves and have destroyed for the majority of the mem- 
bers of society all illusions nourished by them. In other words: The exist- 
ing system must already be sensed generally as insupportable and the pre- 
monition that the only way out consists in its elimination must already have: 
penetrated into the consciousness of the people before the impulse to change 
it can manifest itself among the majority and transform itself into political 
activity truly directed at a change. Just this premonition crystallizes itself 
more and more and results in innumerable attempts to fix it as a leading 
cognition—just therein lies the great significance of all the utterances in the 
documents investigated here which turn around the social question and 
finally lead to an insight into the insanity of the capitalist system as the 
source of all evils. 

No philosopher could see deeper than Debes with his conclusion: Because 
we live, today, together in greatest need and danger, we have again a 
common goal. Need is and remains the great master of life; new common 
social goals always result from the elementary need to elminate unjustified 
misery, the avoidable, unnecessary, superfluous, senseless suffering or (fol- 
lowing Max Brod’s distinction between noble and ignoble suffering) the 
ignoble suffering. The individual (the “egoism’’) and the general (the social) 
are not antagonisms, but belong together like attraction and repulsion, 
which are only simple forms of all embracing motion in which matter 
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-gifted with motion in this specific form, strives for balance (relative rest) or 
levelling out (so-called harmony). The striving to attain a levelling out 
between the movement of the parts (repulsion or individualism) and the 
total movement (universalism or attraction), i.e. to revolve in the highest 
possible uninhibited manner around the individual and a common axis is 
thus a universal attribute of matter and dominates the smallest particles as 
well as huge masses, single individuals as well as the whole of society. It 
would therefore be hopeless to attempt to separate the egoism (social repul- 
sion) from community experience (social attraction)—only when one side 
or the other achieves a strong preponderance and destroys the hitherto 
existing equilibrium do they come into open antagonism and strive for 
another levelling out. In any case, it was need in the community itself which 
destroyed the old equilibrium and delivered society to capitalist atomiza- 
tion with the predominance of private egoism; in any case, it is need, 
which results from private egoism itself, whch now hinders the individual 
movement of the atoms, puts them again into closer relation and makes 
them search for a more stable common axis of rotation which at the same 
time frees its individual movement from superfluous inhibitions. 

For this reason, common goal and common striving cannot be so sepa- 
rated from each other as it appears in Debes’ logical chains: common goal 
grows as much from common striving as common striving from common 
goal, and both have already the common experience to their content. 
Furthermore, it will never be possible to separate, now for their part, the 
overcoming of capitalism and the abandoning of (exclusive) egoism, etc., 
from the common goal and the common striving. As depicted above, capita- 
list commodity materialism and the crude private egoism (which are, besides, 
identical) must have been already in high degree destroyed and be bereft of 
their own material basis; they must have already evoked common “greatest 
need and danger’; they must have enforced the withdrawal from them- 
selves and, beyond this, have themselves created the material conditions for 
their overcoming in order to stimulate the dissipated atoms with an altered 
striving and to make a common goal visible. Scientifically it is wrong, i.e. 
it explains nothing to say: “Capitalism has arisen because men expected 
happiness from money and material goods alone (materialism)”. Men may 
expect whatever they wish, but that brings them not one step closer to the 
fulfilment of their expectations if these are not found in the real conditions. 
Thus, capitalism has not arisen because men saw their salvation in money 
and material goods alone, but pre-eminently they saw their salvation in 
money and goods because the feudal order had outlived itself and capitalism 
had arisen. Feudalism had become a hindrance to the development, had 
created much unjustified need and had destroyed the “common experience” 
corresponding to it. Jt had to be overcome, and it was overthrown by means 
of long-drawn struggles and revolutions, because the old “goals” and “ways” 
had been blocked for the majority and, practically, no longer came into 
consideration. The loss of the “common experience” and the common goals 
and ways is always a relative loss (the old disappears): in “greatest need 
and danger” of perishing under the outlived feudal system men found a 
new common goal, i.e. they were driven by the conditions to enter the 
service of the expanded commodity economy (capitalist mode of produc- 
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tion) which had undermined feudalism and had become the dominant mode 
of production. 

But as long as the social question cannot be solved and all economic 
progress is achieved only through exploitation of man by man (also feudal- 
ism lived only “because the stronger suppressed and exploited the weaker 
economically’) the “common experience” and the social equilibrium based 
on it are unstable. All class society excludes the majority of men from the 
real community and only subjugates them to it. The social equilibrium then 
prevails only so long as the “unjustified” need does not become intolerable 
for the majority and therewith brings the whole of society into “greatest 
need and danger”. Bourgeois society is distinguished from all other exploita~ 
tive societies by the fact that it has driven the self-alienation of man, which 
already begins with simple commodity production, to a climax by means of 
expanded or general commodity production and has replaced completely the 
human community by the material community commodities the general 
representative of which (money as the commodity of commodities) mediates, 
regulates and determines all social relations. Once commodity economy has 
reached a degree of development by which labor power also becomes a 
commodity, men lose the immediate human connection among themselves. 
They no longer come into contact with each other as human beings, but the 
whole social context is essentially mediated by money, the acquisition or 
non-acquisition of which depends for the mass of the propertyless on sell- 
ing their labor power and for the mass of the owners on selling com- 
modities produced by means of the exploitation of labor power. Men thus, 
whether they want it or not, no longer follow their own essence, but the 
essence of things which coats over all that is human and blocks for men the 
way to their own essence. In the last instance, only he is considered a 
“human being” who affirms himself as a money owner while a poor man is 
considered a “failure” in the competitive struggle, having fully merited his 
“inhuman” fate. In the last instance, therefore, man is treated as dirt and, 
whether rich or poor, mercilessly sacrificed to the system in the competi- 
tive struggle which, contrary to the competition-legend, permits mostly the 
most brutal but by no means the most “able” to survive. Under this system 
so-called materialism is ineradicable — under it men do not strive volun- 
tarily for “money and material things alone”. On the contrary, money and 
material possessions become the foremost striving, because on them depends 
not so much “happiness” as bare existence which is, in spite of all profound 
babble, unhappily enough, the precondition for any happiness whatsoever. 

However, the capitalist system with its self alienation of man could never 
have arisen if it had not given man at least temporarily (during its ascend- 
ing development) a “common goal” and a “common way”. Far from Debes’ 
assertion that through the loss of a common goal “has occurred the splitting 
up into many goals and ways”, capitalism too has given society a new axis 
and forced men, as no other system, to pursue one single goal and to go 
one single way. This axis was the private egoism of men freed from all other 
ties except the acquisition of money; the goal was to secure existence 
through the selling and buying of commodities with the further goal of 
accumulation; the “way” or the means was general competition. That the 
axis was cracked and the system more shortlived than all its predecessors 
(“classical” capitalism brought about by the industrial revolution has totally 
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exhausted itself in 150 years) does not alter the matter: no other system has 
_ increased the productive forces to such a degree, has brought under its spell 
such great masses, has so forced everything into its service, has so funda- 
mentally revolutionized all relations and has created such great — illusions, 
as this one. What was formerly the exception became now compulsory rule: 
everybody became in his own way a haggler, everybody in his own way a 
competitor. What appears here as many “goals” and “many ways” corres- 
ponds only to the richness of the commodity world, to the manifold starting 
points and combinations of competition and to the highly organized social 
division of labor. Each commodity tries to assert itself by its “particularity” 
as a saleable thing; each competitor starts from his “special” standpoint 
which is conditioned socially, geographically, physically, and in respect to 
production techniques, etc. (whereby for the owner of the means of pro- 
duction the magnitude of capital again plays a “special” role and produces 
“special” methods of competition); all capitalist division of labor puts man 
into a “special” category which is, for the majority, a fixed one and the 
stunting onesidedness of which forms the social “speciality” of men who 
are evaluated only according to their function, not according to their 
individuality. 

The peculiarity of the capitalist system consists, therefore, not in the lack 
of a “common” goal and way; rather it renders goal and way (means) 
equal and binding for all in such an unprecedented manner that the differ- 
ence between the individual axis of the particles and the common social 
axis disappears and both become identical; the whole system centers around 
the needs of capital, which has the effect of a self-reliant impersonal power 
independent of human will, and the needs of capital are the axis around 
which the single individuals center. Capital has an irresistible drive to 
anonymity (impersonality) in the form of stock companies, consortiums, 
cartels, trusts, etc. (société anonyme” designates only the purpose of 
the enterprise). Finally it strives toward total identification, as state capi- 
talism (Russia, for example) with the state which is for its part that im- 
personal anonymous power which poses as the “whole society”. In fact, the 
representatives of capital are objectively right when they insist on their 
powerlessness and hide behind the anonymous power of capital: beyond a 
certain limit not even the most well-intentioned and compliant capitalist can 
fulfil the claims of the exploited if he does not want to make a sacrifice 
which helps nobody and ruin himself. Slaves of the system are we all: 
in this sense capitalism is tragic and can never be “reformed” but only 
eliminated. And to such an extent do the compulsory needs of the imper- 
sonal system become the compulsive needs or axis of individuals that these 
exist still as individuals but lose their indzviduality. Man, as a complete, 
all-sidedly developed personality, is nothing of value and can assert himself 
only as an “outsider”, as an opponent of the system; his onesidedness, his 
mere “function” in the system of material relations is his only value and 
stamps his personal, his human needs as private tics which have no social 
significance. Once it has become the dominating system, capitalism no longer 
produces personalities and not even “types” but typified types, automata, 
patterns, who have no social background or reflect rather the limited depth- 
less evenness of a system which is limitedness itself and exhausts its whole: 
essence in one single feature (buying and selling). 
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The universal economic enslavement of men by the system would also 
lead to universal politicai enslavement, i.e. to the complete elimination of 
formerly free labor, of political democracy, to the extermination of com- 
petition by competition, etc., and therewith to the complete self-negation 
of bourgeois society if its equilibrium — which is always extremely relative 
and every moment disturbed — were something else than the sum of 
constant restlessness and change. Thus remains as the real alternative: 
common doom or the positive dissolution of capitalism into an economy for 
the satisfaction of need. The system owes its enormous power of attraction 
to the practical proof that there is no limit to the increase of the material 
wealth of society and that the overcoming of need for all is possible, in 
principle, by domination of nature. But exactly as man, with the develop- 
ment of commodity economy, has alienated himself from his own essence 
and has become a mere “functionary”, in the same way commodities detach 
themselves from their purpose as objects of use, deny their origin com- 
pletely and assume through and through the character of mere objects for 
sale. The simplest reflection shows that the process of buying, selling, new 
buying (or on the other pole: selling, buying, new selling) becomes sense- 
less if it does not yield profit. No capitalist would give himself the trouble 
of producing and selling commodities in big quantities if the selling yielded 
the same wealth which was already in the hand of the commodity owner 
before the selling. Aggrandizement of wealth in the hand of the capitalist 
(and only he is a capitalist who lives on the exploitation of others’ labor 
power) is the precondition for the expansion of production, i.e., the aggran- 
dizement of the material wealth of society up to the possibility of over- 
coming need in general, while general competition, above everything, forces 
all (that means also the non-capitalists) to further the aggrandizement of 
wealth or — to go down in poverty and eventually to perish. The last incen- 
tive of the capitalist mode of production is therefore profit which realises 
itself through selling and is accumulated in order to survive in the com- 
petitive struggle. 

The simplest reflection shows again that this system suffers from an in- 
curable contradiction: in order to be saleable commodities originally must 
satisfy some needs (real, imaginary or artificial ones), but no consideration 
as to the satisfaction of these needs is given if the commodities do not sell 
or is given only insofar as it is required for the preservation of the system. 
Everybody is familiar with the specific capitalist phenomenon of crisis, the 
destruction of commodities and means of production; everybody knows the 
phenomenon of capitalist mass unemployment and everybody knows today 
that wars, as the ultima ratio of competition, become ever more destructive, 
that men became ever more poor and the political conditions ever more 
reactionary. The possibility, 7m principle, of freeing all men from need and 
of dominating nature in the sense of satisfying human needs (that is to say: 
without devastating nature) is practically, under the capitalist system, a 
greater illusion the more the mentioned possibility comes into relief and 
announces itself as necessity. The unfolding of the commodity contradiction 
has led to an absolute social antagonism and has reached not only the point 
where the whole system must live more and more from artificial measures, 
but where the compulsion arises to absorb artificially also the commodity 
labor power and simply to murder men. If, on the one side, no other form 
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_ of economy has so unified the world and attracted such colossal masses as 
‘capitalism — on the other side, no other system has rendered the world so 
miserable and brought the same masses into such antagonism to itself. In 
the revolt of the antagonized masses lies the only hope: if humanity shall 
not perish then the capitalist system must be eliminated, because left to 
itself it prepares indeed its self-destruction by means of the re-introduction 
of slave economy. In question here is slavery in its most dreadful form 
where the slave has not to be bought, represents no capital investment and 
can therefore be ruthlessly used up and even murdered if the yield of its 
work does not surpass the meagrest living costs. 

Fascism, concentration camps, “labor services”, forced labor, slave labor, 
expulsion of peoples, genocide, etc., which spread from Russia over the 
whole “civilized” world and, since the end of the second world war have 
made but further progress, indicate to what degree the capitalist system 
falls apart and goes over to slave economy.” The compulsion to slavery is 
based on the transformation of the “relative surplus population” (industrial 
reserve army) into absolute surplus population, i.e., on the growing unusa- 
bility of the commodity labor power on a capitalist basis. The “free” wage 
slave, for this reason, becomes eliminated from capitalist production proper 
and, with other “superfluous” people, is made into an unfree state slave. 
Man, as carrier of the commodity labor power, is treated exactly as the 
material objects of use which are carriers of commodity values: The pure 
material existence of both carriers is questioned with the capitalist un- 
usability of the commodities themselves and it then depends solely on 
circumstances whether they will be, directly or indirectly, slower or quicker, 
in greater or smaller quantities, first in the form of coffee, grains, cotton, 
Russian peasants, “counter-revolutionaries”, “subversive elements”, Jews, 
Gypsies, anti-fascists or whether they will be first as potatoes, canned goods, 
rubber, factories, ships, Poles, Baltics, Hungarians, Germans, “communists”, 
and so on, destroyed. Since politics follows the economy, external and 
internal political motives (fear of the revolt of the victims) play the same 
role as economic ones. They mutually condition themselves and it depends 
again on many circumstances (especially on the uneven development, the 
level of the productive forces in various countries, the obstacles to be over- 
come, the vacillation in the competitive struggle, the momentary or future 
requirements, the short term or long term plans, the international situation, 
finally the combination of all these factors among themselves and with the 
unavoidable accidents, arbitrariness, illusions, miscalculations, etc.) whether 
here temporary stock-piling and limited imprisonment, there destruction 
and permanent slave labor is the destiny of the commodity carriers. Slave 
labor becomes a means in the never-flagging competitive struggle which is 
now conducted with colonial methods in the capitalist countries themselves. 
The total process shows many and, on the surface, sometimes contradictory 
features or trends. It presents itself by no means evenly or unifiedly, but, 
despite all the chaos of the phenomena (or just because the essence of 
capitalist commodity economy is chaos and anarchy) produces a result the 


2 For all questions pertinent to this, we point to Dinge der Zeit and Contem- 
porary Issues, which contain much factual and theoretical material, steadily supple- 
mented, on the theme, decaying capitalism and modern slavery. 
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uniformity of which disturbs even the most insensible and has become the 
nightmare of humanity: constant increase of pauperization and of slave 
labor organized by the state, accompanied by genocide. 

Thus we have again returned to the greatest need and danger in which 
we live today in common and which, as Debes rightly recognized in the 
core of the matter, can be overcome only by the overcoming of capitalism. 

Debes defines this as “a far goal” and “The Wrong Way and the Way 
Out” postpones to a later date the discussion of how to reach this goal. He 
dwells, however, upon an “immediate goal”: “to avoid the threatening war 
of annihilation”. He, too, belongs to those who permit themselves to be 
influenced by the noise of the war propaganda; he wants to bring the 
“hostile brothers” (brothers they are, but not so hostile) “far apart in space 
and close together in spirit(!)”. Unnecessary effort: the brothers stand in 
“spirit” only too close and nobody has been able to advance, about the 
difference between them, more than threadbare propaganda babble! But 
here, too, Debes is not seduced by errors to deviate from his “immediate 
goal”. To dwell upon this is superfluous because it is identical with the 
concept of the German Peace Society, considered in the comment of the 
fourth section of this book, which aims at the liberation of the world from 
Russo-American pressure by means of collaboration between the “neutral” 
European, Asiatic, etc., states. How much in this concept the struggle against 
remilitarization remains the foremost task is stressed by Debes more in- 
stinctively than consciously. He writes, about a Germany no longer under 
the tutelage of West and East: 

“This Germany produces no rearmament commodities whatsoever, but 
only peace commodities, and delivers them, together with coal and steel, 
insofar as it can spare them, freely disposing to West and East.” 

If Germany is to produce only “peace goods” then it must not be re- 
armed; were she to be remilitarized then she disposes of nothing freely, but 
would sink into still deeper dependence upon America and Russia. Conse- 
quently there must be no German remilitarization: another practical “way” 
to the next goal does not exist at the present time, and if this way is not 
followed, everything remains, for the time being, necessary propaganda 
indeed, but nevertheless only propaganda. One could call the prevention of 
remilitarization the next-immediate goal, representing the “ideal” key to all 
other goals because it has already conquered the majority for itself. Con- 
centration upon this goal and organizational collaboration “in order to 
achieve greater effect”, that is the command of the hour. Notwithstanding 
all distant vision, in practical politics it always matters to concentrate on 
such goals as pose themselves as an immediate practical task, which corres- 
pond already to a mass need and which therefore are relatively easy to 
realize and have the peculiarity of being organically connected with the 
next goal. 


THE INDEPENDENT EUROPEAN MOVEMENT FOR FREEDOM 


Of this movement only a fragment of a leaflet or brochure is in our pos- 
session, the torn half of the first page; it could not be determined who had 
sent it to us. The front contains, after the title (“What does the Independent 
European Movement for Freedom Want?”), the program of the movement: 
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Our PROGRAM 


Point 1. Formation of an independent Europe as an association of highly 
developed states. 

Point 2. Elimination of concentrated capital as the source of power politics 
and economic dictatorship. 

Point 3. Establishment of social justice. 

Point 4. Education of the state-citizen to a spiritually independent and free 
personality. 


From the layout (frame around the program) it appears that this is the 
complete program of the movement, which is explained on the back: 


Wuat Does Tus MEAN Anp How Is Ir To Br Acurievep? 


To 1. Europe — the same as Germany as its center and our homeland — must 
no longer remain divided as a victim of outmoded ideologies (the common error 
about “ideology”! — E.Z.) in order to be driven against each other as West and 
East bloc and to tear itself apart completely at the next occasion. 

Europe is like occidental culture, indivisible: for all European people adherence 
to the future United States of Europe must remain open! 

We want neither an Eastern nor a Western Europe, but a single, completely 
newly organized, independent Europe. 

To realize this high ideal under the present preconditions and to maintain peace, 
neutralization of Germany is to be preferred to its rearmament for foreign national 
interests, 

This means for the present : 
(a) Creation of a European peoples’ movement. 
(b) Collaboration (!) with all peace organizations and groups willing to work 


for reconstruction — insofar as they place common (!) goals above personal 
interests and do not serve as a camouflage for political power strivings. 
Working together (!) and the exchange of experience —- beyond the present 


frontiers — with all interested circles in social, professional, cultural and educational 
questions, in the interest of understanding between peoples as well as in the 
interest of a truly progressive development of humanity. 

(c) Consistent refusal to enter into war and compulsory service. 


(To 2 and 3), Not two but one (!) great power rules the world today: concen- 
trated capital! ‘Western capitalism’’ and “Eastern socialism” are fundamentally 
by no means different. (Quite right, but precisely therefore “ideologies” are funda- 
mentally also no different, at most the phraseology may be different! — E.Z.). 
Whether capital is concentrated by individual great enterprises or by the state is, in 
the last analysis, irrelevant; in both cases it serves for exploitation and reckless 
power striving and is therefore to be condemned! “Socialism” is an outlived false 
doctrine which no reasonable, thinking man can take seriously any longer. We need 
no socialism which transfers capital from the hands of a few unscrupulous great 
profiteers into the .. . (so far the fragment.—E.Z.). 


Comment 


Political economy seems almost to become translated from the scientific 
into popular language—in the case of every science the proof that it has 
entered its sociological-practical stage. Where this is the case, official science 
(which has meanwhile been gruesomely fetishized in the hands of the 
“specialist”) often falls behind as a closed discipline and thus, by reason of 
a host of “classical rules’ does not know how to deal with the much less 
“classical” phenomena of the times. In economics this appears especially 
crass because the material interest of preserving the capitalist system drives 
its representatives and its “scientific” lackeys, more than usual, to work also 
consciously for the purpose of bringing “science” into accord with their 
interests. Insofar as economics as a science examines significant phenomena 
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of the time, it is sterile, moves in a circle or is outspoken charlatanism 
(like the “theories” of Burnham and those of the “scholarly lackeys” of 
Stalin a la Paul Sweezey when they try to impress Russian “socialism” on 
feeble brains), while in its sociological-practical form it has judged and 
classified the said phenomena essentially correctly. Where “theoreticians” 
(also independent “Marxist” theoreticians) esteem every nationalization to 
be unconditionally progressive, where Social-Democratic and Stalinist 
swindlers sell nationalization as English, Russian, etc., “socialism”’, the social 
need for cognition forces its way through: Whether capital is concentrated 
by individual great enterprises or by the state is, in the last analysis, irrele- 
vant; in both cases it serves for exploitation and reckless power striving. 
Even if Marx had produced the nonsense about nationalization which is put 
into his mouth by great swindlers and small epigones—it is entirely beside 
the point what Marx has said if nationalization proves to be, in practice, 
something very reactionary and a source of the gravest danger. 

Proletarian socialism with its statification of the means of production and 
the erection of a new centralized state power is indeed a “false doctrine” 
which has been disproven by the historical development itself. With Marx, 
Engels, Lenin, etc., nationalization and the impossible dictatorship of the 
“proletariat” had been at least mere passing stages of the development which 
should lead (this is suppressed by the swindlers and not understood by the 
epigones) to the direct opposite, namely, to the decentralization of the means 
of production (overcoming of the antagonism between town and country 
and formation of economic “‘communes’’) and to the complete dissolution of 
any state power. The controversy between Marxism and anarchism was in 
the main a political-methodological controversy; in their aim both tendencies 
agreed (self-administering communes), and it is interesting to note that 
Bukharin, whom Stalinists are not allowed to mention any more, has 
written, even after the Bolshevik revolution, in the lifetime of Lenin, a 
popular brochure in which he dealt with the concordance in goal and the 
difference in political methodology with anarchism. Historically, Marxism, 
as against the anarchists, was in the right; with the level of the productive 
forces at that time the direct jump into ruleless community-communism was 
a Utopia and could produce in the political sphere only sectarianism and 
adventurism. Marx had indisputably proven that every “socialization” of 
poverty could only lead into barbarism and make the state, which one 
wanted to abolish, omnipotent. In the meantime, however, political Marxism 
also has been put into the wrong: the “concentration” of capital has sur- 
passed its economic stage and has presented the direct decentralization of 
the means of production in all highly developed countries as a necessity 
which has pushed the political concept of Marxism, now for its part, into 
the historical junk-room. 

What was to be achieved through the “dictatorship of the proletariat” 
(concentration of the means of production into the hands of the state in 
order to increase the productive forces) has been achieved by the capitalist 
development itself. There exists, analogous to all other organic processes, a 
maximum limit beyond which the forming of monopolies (regardless whether 
“private” or by the state) produces the reverse effect of that anticipated by 
the blind production fetishists in their incapacity to follow the concrete 
development; nationalization especially leads the economy to paralysis and 
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transforms further steps in this direction into a hindrance to development. 
The abstract productive forces (the technique) may then grow as much as 
they want, but the quality and quantity of the means of production which 
can really be used in a rational society diminish, the same as the quality and 
quantity of the usable wealth, the real increase of which must always be 
measured by the growth of the world population. Economic disproportions 
of a hitherto unknown magnitude, completely superfluous and disastrous 
industries (the war industry constitutes only the beginning of a long chain 
of disproportions for which humanity has to pay dearly), the bureaucratiza- 
tion of the entire state and economic life which increases with each 
nationalization and monopolization, are symptoms of the acute sickening of 
the profit system which must, by its transformation into an economy for 
use, be delivered from its paralysis through decentralization. History pro- 
vides equalizing justice—it modifies two opinions and accentuates in them 
that which was their right kernel: in Marxism the insistence on the material 
preconditions for decentralization; in Anarchism the superfluousness (briefly 
stated) of a new class rule and therewith of all rule. 

This is the level of today’s development which, on the ground of practical 
experience, has mediated insight into the reactionary character of statifica- 
tion and into the essential equality of “Western capitalism” — “Eastern 
socialism”, where theoretical economics remained impotent or translated 
its impotence into crude “theories”. The weakest point in the statements of 
the “Independent European Movement for Freedom” is (as far as one can 
see from the fragment) the demand for elimination of concentrated capital. 
This demand is also the result of practical experience with concentrated 
capital and is equally as old as it, but it is, as demand, the same as the 
demand for healing advanced consumption instead of consumption as such. 
There is no means of halting the concentration of capital, not to speak of 
eliminating it, if one is not willing to eliminate capital itself. Practical ex- 
perience justifies the opponents of “concentrated capital” insofar as the 
horrible effects of capital itself come into full development only in its con- 
centrated form, but the theoretical weakness of practical experience is 
demonstrated with regard to capital as the root of concentration. This weak- 
ness has always been utilized by the reaction which well understood how to 
divert discontent with the profit economy and to utilize it under the guise 
of “control of capital”, struggle against concentrated capital, anti-trust laws, 
“abolishing slavery to money interests”, destruction of international Jewish 
finance capital, etc., for the stabilization of the system. Elimination of con- 
centrated capital is decentralization and this decentralization can be nothing 
else than the form in which the dissolution of capital itself takes place. 

The preconditions for dissolution of capital would, besides, be lacking if 
the development had not also provided the corresponding form necessary to 
this dissolution: capitalism has created on one side a universal communica- 
tion network, on the other an administration and distribution apparatus 
which can serve with few modifications as the direct starting point for 
decentralization. The most important modification is the elimination of the 
centralized state power with the downfall of which and with the shifting of 
economy to use, the numerous bodies, societies, etc., down to the wholesale 
and retail dealers, the factory directors, bureau employees, etc., present 
themselves purely as what they are: organs of administration and distribu- 
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tion which fulfil their function totally independent of the state. As long as 
society is a society of exploitation, these must be controlled and hampered 
by the state (circumscribing legislative provisions for artisans, for com- 
merce, etc.) and work, under the “regulating” influence of competition, often 
also administratively, against each other to the detriment of society. Society 
as such does not need the state and produces its own apparatus for pro- 
duction calculation, administration, distribution and communication (the 
bourgeois had achieved these even against the feudal state), but the ex- 
ploiters need the state for the preservation of exploitation which then indeed 
leads to state intervention into the economy and makes the state the “main 
thing”. If exploitation becomes superfluous with the technical development, 
the state, too, becomes superfluous and the technicians, statisticians, plan- 
ners of production, administrators, etc.—who, as individuals in the indivi- 
dual plants, or as bodies, have only consultative function but no executive 
power (this belongs to the factory, the whole commune, etc., which decides 
freely regarding acceptance or rejection) — can fulfil their task much 
better than hitherto because they are free from side considerations, one- 
sidedness, bureaucratic red tape, fear of competition, etc., and can exchange 
their experiences unhampered. 

In the rationalization and the reduction of the administration-and- 
distribution apparatus to its necessary size, which naturally has to go hand 
in hand with the rationalization of the economy and proceeds step by step, 
consists then the “planned economy”. Here a fetish is to be burned, namely, 
the fetish of the “plan” after the Stalinist model which has become beloved 
in the whole world (read: all ruling strata and their lackeys). It should be 
clear that a “planned economy”, which requires, as its base, slavery and a 
gigantic state apparatus, can only mean the systematization of economic 
anarchy —the essence of the capitalist paranoia to which innumerable human 
beings are sacrificed. Real planned economy is simple use-economy and has 
to take decentralization as its point of departure if only because it has to 
eliminate superfluous and harmful branches of production together with the 
superfluous state apparatus, both of which are inseparable from centraliza- 
tion and stand in the way of any planned economy as insurmountable 
obstacle. To speak of a plan means, along with the necessary emendations, 
only to bring the sober proof that the preconditions exist for an economy 
which serves exclusively the satisfaction of needs (be they needs of private 
or public, physical or cultural, technical or spiritual nature, etc.). If they 
exist and if the satisfaction of needs becomes the only maxim, then there 
will be felt in the highly developed countries, from the first day on, an 
improvement of the living conditions which, together with the disappearance 
of “psychical” need (insecurity) will awaken a grandiose feeling for life and 
the irresistible incentive for achievements of quality, the avoidance of waste 
(material and labor force) and the increase of production. The goal is, on 
the one side, not only to provide goods in sufficient quantity for the immedi- 
ate needs (improved quality replaces here, besides, great quantity), but also 
for the eventuality of need; on the other hand, to shorten labor time and 
to transform labor itself into joyful activity which develops the individual, 
i.e, to prove it a truly human need the satisfaction of which is the self- 
assertion of man as man, not the reproduction of his self-alienation from 
his essence. 


THE CAMPAIGN AGAINST REMILITARIZATION 201 


The state, which puts its own needs above all and must first of all keep 
itself “alive” (Stalin prescribes, also, how many medals, flags, decorations 
for the “Red” Army, the NKVD, the Stakhanovites and the whole “Com- 
munist” circus must be “planfully” produced, not to forget barbed wire 
and other “objects for use” for the slave camps) is unable to know the real 
needs of man at all. He who suppresses the freedom of labor and must 
enforce the execution of his orders (woe to those who are trampled by the 
“Plan”! ) disorganizes production and mystifies the simple plan, which every 
enterprise has, in the interests of ruthless exploitation. In other words: The 
pompous term “planned economy” veils the fact that behind it there is 
nothing but the well-known production plan of single plants which can 
indeed be outlined only in these plants, but rationally outlined only 
when considerations of profit and competition, of which the mightiest ex- 
ponent is the state, fall away. The communities, through their consultative 
and scientific commissions or bodies, have only to establish which methods 
of production are the best and the most hygienic, where these or those 
goods are needed, how the storage, the circulation, the public hygiene, public 
institutions, education, etc., etc., can be- improved. In this process, the 
highly developed countries have the task of helping the backward countries 
and former colonies with their products, their science, their technique, their 
skilled men, etc., and to spare them the painful process of centralization. 
This help will make itself felt, given the great mass of disposable and 
immediately produceable goods (unused production capacities) equally 
quickly as an improvement of the conditions of life and give the govern- 
ment (where it is temporarily still necessary) a character different from that 
which it assumed where it had to install itself as an instrument of suppression 
in a world subjugated to poverty and exploitation. It will finally permit bring- 
ing the development of these countries into harmony with natural condi- 
tions, preserving the numerous forms of fauna and flora, and the peculiarity 
of landscape and peoples which have been lost in the highly developed 
countries as a consequence of the horrible levelling and aridity of the stupid 
profit economy and which must be reconquered through the differentiation 
of communities. Radio, television, telephone, telegraph and airplane will per- 
mit, especially in the transformation period, the quickest understanding, the 
quickest instruction and the quickest delivery in all urgent cases if the well- 
being or ill-being of man is no longer decided by profit which now prevents 
the employment of the surest and, for humanity, most “profitable” methods 
because they are capitalistically — “unprofitable”. 

This is, in great outline, the “plan” — what is otherwise squabbled about 
is “socialism” in one country (barbarism and slavery) and socialism on one 
— breast (Goering’s store of medals arrayed on the uniforms of Russian 
generals). In the execution of this plan man will finally be educated to a 
“spiritually independent and free personality’, but not the state-citizen: it 
lies, rather, in the essence of the state and especially of the capitalist state, 
to prevent this. Unfortunately, the fragment does not tell us how the “Inde- 
pendent European Movement for Freedom” conceives of the education of 
the “state-citizen”. For clarification therefore only this: 

Under the present system, education of man (in the abstract) in the 
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proposed sense, is a Utopia equally as great as the “Establishment of social 
justice”, i.e., the present education and injustice are as inseparable from 
the present system as the system is from the present education and injustice. 
As with all other fundamental evils, too: No power on earth can change 
something in this given status if the given status itself is not changed. In it 
man is “spiritually independent” only insofar as he turns against this status. 
and wants to eliminate the system, but again the system itself provides that he 
obtains this spiritual independence. Peoples’ movements, for example, cannot 
be “created” (as it reads in the comments of the program of the “Independent 
European Movement for Freedom’), but they spring up elementally and 
can then, at the utmost, be “served” by far-seeing elements. The education 
of the “far-seeing” elements again is provided by the system itself which, 
before and together with the repulsion of great masses, repels individuals 
who form groups, observe the developments and generalize them, look for 
collaboration with other groups, and finally merge with the people’s move- 
ment when it is called into the arena by the conditions. They are the more 
or less conscious, more or less clear-sighted precursors of the people’s 
movement, as spokesmen for which they act, because the mass as such 
possesses no “oral organ” and can articulate itself only through action, and, 
in consequence, must annul itself as mass through action in order to make 
itself spiritually independent and free personalities, free even from a “free- 
dom” which has sense only so long as unfreedom stands opposite to it as. 
its own defect. 

In one sentence: As far as one can speak about it under the capitalist 
system, education toward a “free” personality takes places only beyond and 
against the system and only as the “Independent European Movement for 
Freedom” formulates it for its practical activity: through collaboration and 
exchange of experience with all interested circles in all social questions in 
the interest of understanding between peoples and a truly progressive 
development of humanity. The more this becomes conscious and dominates. 
the exchange of experience, the surer, with the fulfilment of other conditions, 
can the collaboration become a real power and protect the people’s move- 
ment from being misled by demagogues and falling back because of a lack 
in clarity and organization. Consciousness alone can do nothing if the con- 
ditions do not come to its help, but in alliance with the conditions it plays 
a tremendous role. It must be pointed out that the urge for self-help goes 
far beyond the framework of the struggle against remilitarization, that con- 
sciousness is ceaselessly at work, has already found the basic formulas and 
has also recognized what special organizational measures have to be taken. 
The campaign furnishes all necessary elements and to have posed the col- 
laboration with all interested circles, the exchange of experience for the 
realization of common goals, as a point of program, is the merit of the 
“Independent European Movement for Freedom”. This collaboration which 
exchanges experience corresponds directly to the need for decentralization— 
it is the organizational nucleus of the future autonomous communities which 
settle their own affairs and voluntarily put at each other’s disposal, without a 
central power, what they produce of goods and experience or knowledge. It 
is the political school for the coming communities and the means to clear out 
of the way the centralized political power-parties. 
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THE LEAGUE FOR GERMAN EMIGRATION 


The League for German Emigration is of interest only because of its 
chairman, Dr. Alfred M. Franzke. The Devil must have his hands in the 
game if, in the worthy assembly of the friends of peace, there should not be 
one who takes over the role of — so to speak — court jester. The court 
jester, this indispensable figure in every serious business (seriousness needs 
distance from itself in order not to become stubbornness) is provided by 
Dr. Franzke. Many wise speeches have shaken the parliament; digestion 
falters; a pause for refreshment seems urgently needed. Make room, gentle- 
men, for Doctor Franzke, whose foolish wisdoms, by God, are not to be 
treated with contempt: 


July 23, 1951. 
Honorable Sirs 


I obligingly thank you for sending the leaflet against remilitarization in several 
copies. I have, apparently according to your wish, handed them over to acquaint-. 
ances, namely, friends of the same mind and also opponents, also with the plea to 
distribute them further. Unfortunately, I am unable to form the same favorable 
judgement about your periodical, Dinge der Zeit, of which you have sent me the 
April issue, that I have of your leaflet. Perhaps you will tell your Messrs. Wolf, 
Schwartz, Fischer that they should leave aside their reminiscences of the Rabbini- 
cal schools and not start hair-splittings, but write so as their beak has grown, also: 
the scribbling, supposedly witty, of Mr. Erikson has pleased me thoroughly little. 
I believe that your periodical would win much if you obliged your collaborators to: 
write not a dialectical German, also not a Romanisches Cafe-Hausdeutsch,* but 
write so as the people speak and think, But to write so is considerably more difficult. 
My personal standpoint you will recognize, among others, from the attached copy 
of a letter directed to the German Peace Committee and also from a copy of the 
programmatic declaration of the League for German Emigration (it is a fact that 
this declaration was not attached — E.Z.) which has appeared in the first half of 
the periodical “Information Service for German Emigration” . . . in still sharper 
form. (Dr. Franzke has sent us the second half or, better, number 2 — E.Z.). I 
leave it faithfully to you to use these two enclosures at your discretion or not to: 
read them, to publish them or to throw them into a paper basket, to abuse them 
or, as did the German Press Agency (DPA) to mention them laudably. 

It would give me much joy if you could send me one of your next issues again 
as a sample, and I would enjoy especially if, in the issues, there would be printed’ 
articles which every simple man understands immediately because they are written 
in the language of the common man and not in that of the dialecticians or the: 
Talmudists. To avoid errors I note that I am by no means an anti-semite, but a 
philo-semite, and just because of this reason do I write you so openly. 

I hope to receive from you an equally open and honest response. 

With friendly and peace greetings, yours, 
Dr, Franzke. 


The reader is advised, by this letter (and the following), not to confound 
certain peculiarities of the “language of the common man” with typo- 
graphical errors but to consider every supposed typographical error as a true 
(down to the comma) reproduction of the “simple language”; it also pleased 
the terrible Mr. Erikson throughout very much and he would have written a 
supposedly very serious scribbling about it if he were not again sick. In the 
few lucid moments which heaven accords him he studies, however, the 


* This refers to the Romanische Café in Berlin, at which the literati of pre- 
Hitler Germany congregated. The German spoken among these frequenters was 
supposedly very literary and acquired much contempt for its stylizations and turns, 
of phrase. 
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simple language (highest pleasure sucks he from the second letter of Dr. 
Franzke which follows shortly) and has arrived at the irrevocable convic- 
tion: but to write so is considerably more difficult than the Misters Tal- 
mudists Schwartz, Wolf, Fischer imagine. He finds it almost more difficult 
still — to copy the simple language exactly, the reason for which in his 
opinion lies in the fact that it (in order not to start hair-splitting) is a kind 
of emigrant German, the rules of which are not yet fixed, by which fact 
the copyist becomes avowedly confused and falls into the temptation of 
following known rules (the attempt is not punishable). To avoid errors he 
adds the remark (this time following the somewhat complicated advice to 
write so as his beak has grown): it shall be for us utterly the same thing 
whether Dr. Franzke changes the Dutch name Swart into Schwartz, if he 
honors the offspring of the Boer Swart and the two arch Teutons, Wolf and 
Fischer (by chance they are arch Teutons) with “reminiscences of the 
Rabbinical: school” and then bravely confesses to be a “philo-semite”. No 
excuses, Dr. Franzke! Heaven did not permit us to answer your letter 
earlier with an equally open and honest response, but now we will repair 
the damage. Continue to tell us your opinion in the simple language — you 
ccouldn’t know that we in the Rabbinical school are much occupied and had 
to leave you in suspense for an answer. Gentlemen, room for Dr. Franzke, 
who now proceeds to talk “tachless” [business]. 


Sept. 8, 1951. 
Dearest Friends and Comrades! 


What’s the matter? What happens? Why are you silent like the well-known 
grave to my written love-suit which I sounded off a whole typewritten page long 
on the 23 July of this year. 

Did my harp-sound and cymbalmusic not please you? Did you acquire in hearing 
or better reading a running nose? Now what is the matter? 

I asked at the post office every day for your counter-love-epistle but every time 
the answer was no letter from London! oi wei said I their corn hurts! should I 
really have stepped on your said corn? almost impossible to believe if I consider 
your periodical where you boast as loud as three Janizaries from gruesome Turkey! 
‘So sit down for once and spray your spirit which spurts like a fountain in a letter 
ito me! 

Or should it only suffice for gabbing but not for real witty answer? 

Well I’m ready to be surprised! So then sit down and surprize me with a letter. 
"The more you abuse me, if you are really able to do so, the more joy you will give 
me! 

Now I have made enough letzunes [babbling]! and now I will talk some tachless. 

Yes the political situation. the film rolls on as has been anticipated for several 
years. Uncle Joe leaves it to his body satellites to abuse and the noble Trojan hero 
Harry the Great does the same. At the present moment neither one wants to beat 
the other because both fear receiving beatings themselves! they play for the time 
being chess after the model of the strategists of the 17th century, i.e. military 
chess, and both hope that the other will commit a gigantic stupidity. 

Chanze for a war in the next three years less than 30 per cent. 

Chanze that the West German rearmament comes! My friends try — and I join 
them for solidarity — to execute with a child’s shovel a frontal attack against the 
remilitarization of Adenaueria. Why should not one run with his head against the 
wall, that requires following the well known ox tactic the least intelligence. The 
success is accordingly. Really it requires more intelligence to find the little door 
through which one can slip and prevent remilitarization from within, but these 
have become only theoretical reflections. This film too will roll on according to 
program, and at the last mcment naturally the Ivanites will be satisfied with name 
calling and that does, as you will perceive from my letter, bodily not hurt. 
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Well now, freshly on comrades with the work and stammer off a nice letter as 
answer to me. 
with cordial salutations 
Your friend in old fidelity 
Dr. Franzke 
unworthy chairman 
of the League for German Emigration 


Bravo, bravissimo, dearest comrade! It is the privilege of the court jester 
to tell the sovereign, kings and tyrants, the truth in a teasing manner and to 
remove frowns from their forehead with a smile which says: Has Your 
Honor not taken me into service in order to tickle Your Honor? The 
Ivanites, it is true, will never forgive one’s laughing at them, but that is 
because their sovereign is a Janizary from gruesome Turkey where there is 
nothing to laugh about and jokes are not understood and not permitted. 
With us it is different: We boast only as loud as three Janizaries and are 
always ready to go freshly on to the work, i.e., to stammer off something 
spiritually, only whether it suffices for real witty answer and not only for 
gabbing, we don’t know. Erikson says: If not, it does not matter at all 
because we have nowhere obligated ourselves to serve with real witty 
answer. 

A propos Erikson: Full of envy he confesses that Franzke’s letter is not 
only supposedly very witty throughout but even touches genius. The old 
Jew opines that Franzke would be worth two big bars of gold among 
brothers — he is on the best way to laugh himself healthy and to con- 
gratulate his lively companion in the next April issue. He (and we all) were 
impressed by Franzke’s remark that the Ivanites will at the last moment be 
satisfied with name calling. This is just genius-like seen and will please the 
Ivanites thoroughly very little, because it mocks the Moscow “threats of 
revenge” thoroughly very correctly as Janizary swindle: Uncle Joe has in 
reality no greater worry than to help the Trojan hero (Harry the Great) to 
bring West German remilitarization safely home. Yes, why not some times, 
following the well-known ox tactic, run with the head against the wall? Dr. 
Franzke has totally crushed the wall: Chance for war in the next three 
years less than 30 per cent; even in the next 6 and 10 years. Thereupon the 
Ivanites show a stupid face (rightly so: They have no other) — sufficient 
reason to make them familiar with the delicious counter-love-epistle which 
Franzke has addressed to their “peace committee”: 


Beverungen, July 23, 1951. 
To the 
German Peace Committee 
for Mr. Manfred Beneke 


Most honorable Mr. Beneke: 

Please let me first thank you for your numerous letters to which I could not yet 
reply. Then I would like to avoid eventual errors. 

I am for peace simply because I have a stomach full of war. (That’s what one 
calls a natural reaction; a more effective reasoning than the deepest depth sense 
could find, not to speak of the Stalinist shallowness which always expects as a 
“reason” for peace: “Protect the “Soviet Union’ ”.—E.Z.). My need for bullets, 
grenades, airplane bombs, soldiers, etc., is absolutely provided for. For me it has 
been enough. I will in my old age have my peace and won't sit in the cellar any 
more during an air-raid alarm, Furthermore I have a pet-and-private ideology 
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which, if the third world war with all its refinements comes, is ripe for the waste 
basket. But this destiny it would then surely share with all other ideologies and all 
that surrounds them, I don’t give much for the high-sounding talk of idealism,. 
socialism, communism, capitalism, pacifism, liberty, democracy, dictatorship, and 
however all this stuff is called. Likewise for the heckling and babbling back and 
forth of all these honorable great, middle and small crackpots. I have slowly found 
out: And if the Sunlight Soap beats the advertising drum and tries “We Are The 
Best” and the Riga Soap trumpets back. “We Are The Best”, then I finally per- 
ceived that soap they are both and profit they want to make both and nothing 
else! And it is for me health-schmelth the same thing whether one scrubs his dirty 
Adam with this or that soap, and it is the same with the ideologies and peace 
congresses and leagues. A hind thought indeed has everybody. Nobody runs around 
with angel’s wings regardless of whether he is called “our beloved German fuehrer’’,. 
“father of the fatherland of all tovarisches”, the Great Mufti, His Majesty, Mr. 
President or something else. And so I think we should be a little more modest and 
a little more tolerant with each other and none of us should imagine that he has a 
monopoly of truth and honesty and the desire for peace. For bad churls, scoun- 
drels, troublesome quarrellers and stinkers are we. all — I myself naturally 100 per 
cent included. We all have our’mouths full with the word ‘‘peace”, but when it is 
necessary to become serious and to make real great sacrifices for it then the holy 
Diogenes can today run around with a ten-thousand-watt electric lamp and find all 
around nothing comma nothing. For nearly all friends of peace have then dis- 
appeared! And so I think it would perhaps be more right if every one of us and 
also the great and small peace leagues would not steadily run around with a magni- 
fying glass to look for the famous splinter in the eye of others, but should better 
buy a thousand-ton electric crane to evict with it the tremendous beams of bad- 
ness from their own heart. No peace congress, yes, no world peace congress has the 
right to cast that certain first stone on other peace friends and congresses, also not, 
as is now in vogue with such peace congresses, to shout down him who spurs in the 
opposite direction — one could silently listen to him without applause — to call 
him, in truly “peaceful” manner, scoundrel hypocrite, capitalist, communist or 
servant of Tito. One should rather leave aside all untruthful roistering. It seems to 
me to be more right, so that bombs from heaven rain not again on our heads, that,, 
nicely civilized and modest, everybody who wants peace is given a brotherly or at least 
friendly hand, and that one should not ride a high horse and say: “Not for money, 
with this fellow I don’t speak, they are indeed commies, lackeys of the capitalists, 
etc.”. I personally don’t give a damn for what one says about me, I sit in the best 
of moods at one table with everybody who is seriously for peace. And I try to 
make the best out of it, especially since I have no interest to ever parade under a 
million degrees of heat in the atom bomb war like that steel tower of 8,000 tons. 
on Enitivoc island in the Pacific in June of this year! I believe that is clear enough. 
(And how! — E.Z.). Therefore I give a fig for which ideology my partner in the 
conversation about peace is innoculated with. I give him gently my hand whether he 
's a member of western bourgeois peace societies, a commie peace friend, a 
Christian, Moslem, Buddhist, socialist peace friend, whether he is a Titoist peace 
friend oriented toward the Zagreb Peace Congress, or feels comfortable in another 
stable of our present numerous menagerie of ideologies. There I am 100 per cent 
tolerant because every ideology has something good and much bad exactly as we 
men! (This I contradict 100 per cent: Stalinism is 100 per cent fraud! — E.Z.). 
And as far as I am concerned everybody can become exalted with his ideology. 
Of importance to me is that he really seriously works for peace and seriously 
against war. 

One further thing to exclude an eventual error, I take the various ideologies for 
what they are worth, ie., thirty of them make a dozen, My own private ideology, 
which interests you presumably as little as yours me, which neither squints to the 
brave, good, old East nor to the equally brave, good, old West but is carved from 
another contemporary wood, naturally included! Therewith I have probably suffi- 
ciently clearly expressed what size shoe fits me! (And how! — E.Z.). 

Finally something else, I send at the same time, as printed matter, a program- 
matic declaration of the League for German Emigration for the instruction of you 
and your friends. For I am the unworthy chairman of this League. Naturally I 
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leave it completely up to you tq throw it, according to your taste, into the waste 


basket, to study it piously, to abuse it, to reprint it as a contribution to peace or, 
as the D.P.A. and the Frankfurt radio did, to review it laudably. It would be for 
me a great bowl of strawberries with whipped cream if you would print this letter 
er selected parts of it in the 10-language periodical “The Peace” or elsewhere, yes, 
i am even convinced that the readers of the periodicals would read this letter with 
greatest interest and would take a stand on it with baskets full of letters. But I 
sniff that I and the readers will have to forego the strawberry bowl with whipped 


| cream, or do I err? 


I thank you for your repeated friendly greetings and I return them most 


| cordially. 


Yours 
(Signed) Dr. Franzke. 


Comment 


We did not have the heart to cheat Franzke and the readers, in the middle 
of strawberry time, out of the strawberry bowl with whipped cream: so 
cruel are only Stalinism and its “peace committees”, but not we who have 
spoken like three Janizaries and must behave accordingly. If one has intui- 
tions about a reasonably instituted world then one must go over immedi- 
ately to creating reasonable institutions. That is our case: we imagine the 
future community life approximately (approximately!) like that in old 
Athens, which had, at the time of its blossoming, quite reasonable institu- 
tions (as far as that could go at that time and as far as one can say this 
about civilized peoples). The most important institution was the participa- 
tion of all citizens in all public affairs, the publicity of these affairs and the 
absence of “professional” legislators, administrators, judges, councillors, etc. 
All citizens were alternately everything and stood on their own feet in the 
assembly (Polis); everyone could speak (surely there were well-known crack- 
pots to whom nobody would listen), everybody could make propositions; 
considerations of social rank or fortune came not into play and the decision 
rested with the whole assembly. One can imagine how senseful, interesting, 
intensive and colorful life must have been for the Athenians (as a model 
example) and how the citizens provided for their mutual education when 
they had to stand with their whole personality for their speeches and deeds. 
Everybody knew everybody not only because the polis was relatively “small”, 
but because everybody exposed himself and nothing was suppressed. 

For such conditions we strive (“naturally” in highly improved form) and, 
with our periodicals, we have created a kind of “polis” where all who want 
to be free and to participate in public life can take the floor. We provide to 
the best of our abilities that “everybody comes to know everybody”; with- 
out consideration of person or rank, one after the other comes to the fore 
and brings to the debate what he has to contribute concerning opinions or 
proposals, whether in the “simple language” or in that of the dialectician, 
Talmudist, etc. This creates responsibility, brings color again into life, 
mediates knowledge, leaves room for the different temperaments, makes 
participation humanly interesting and eliminates the boredom of the “stan- 
dardized” language. A touch of “dilettantism” in the “Polis” is better than 
the arrogant exclusiveness of the “specialists” (and what specialist, howso- 
ever competent, is today not a dilettante in other respects?) because partici- 
pation in all public affairs becomes therein a real “hobby” and the participa- 
tion of all includes a shot of “dilettantism” which, in contradistinction to the 
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dilettantism which dominates today in nearly every field and tyrannizes 
over us, can be completely levelled out by the assembly, can be deprived of 
its damaging effects and, under the condition of perpetual correction, per- 
haps be completely overcome. Whether one says it to Franzke or to another 
who loves only his style and his vegetables: he shall not imagine that the 
“simple language” satisfies all needs, suffices for all problems, pleases all, 
etc., and that he alone has the right to write in a supposedly witty fashion. 
As “open and honest” as Franzke wants it: He could improve his “simple 
language” essentially, if he would execute his epistles more carefully and 
would once recapitulate what he has surely learned in the elementary school; 
there are many “simple people” who write thoroughly much more correctly 
than he, and understand the language of Messrs. Swart, Wolf, Fischer, etc., 
thoroughly very well because they know more than Franzke in several fields. 
and don’t believe one could understand everything without exercise and 
knowledge. In the “Polis” all languages are spoken and are with time also: 
understood: Repetition is the secret of learning and many have experienced 
that it is not “language” which makes difficulties but the unfamiliarity with 
ideas, thoughts, opinions, etc., which one has not encountered hitherto. In 
real life things stand as follows: 

For Franzke’s purposes, suffices the “simple language” as he understands. 
it (the individual temperament gives it a special coloring and ornaments it in 
his case with some only too outstanding esthetical defects); for others another” 
simple language comes into consideration, for scientific purposes the scien- 
tific language, for literary purposes the literary, for satirical the satirical, for 
philosophical the philosophical, etc., all of which have something in common 
(as the different fields themselves) and sound in each single case differently. 
The main thing is that the “simple language’” is not suppressed and the- 
other languages are not unnecessarily “complicated” (there one must criti- 
cize concretely not with general phrases), but we do not dream of giving 
up quality for the love of Franzke and of flattering the “simple man” dema- 
gogically for something which is in today’s society his shortcoming, by no 
means his advantage. Franzke should for once reflect upon the fact that, as 
a rule, it is by no means the “simple man” who complains about language 
but the more or less educated or miseducated who often enough puts before 
his name the title of Doctor just as if that would make him a “simple man” 
or would entitle him to judge about what a “simple man” can under- 
stand and what not. If it is not ignorance, laziness, or stupidity behind the- 
“gabbing” about the simple language then it is demagogy: under the pretext 
that one must be “generally intelligible”, the “simple man” is made into the 
standard figure to which everybody has to conform. Just this is demagogy 
which (regardless of good or bad intentions) flatters the underprivileged in 
order to hold them more surely to the position in which they find them-- 
selves: in the position of materially, spiritually, culturally, humanly, educa- 
tionally and socially oppressed slaves. 

Not for nothing is the “simple language” the language of all jingoists: 
and the “normal language” in America, where one poses to the presidential 
candidate Eisenhower a question which stinks because of simple simplicity: 
“Are you in favor of civil rights?” Ah, every simpleton “understands” that, 
he only does not understand that the poser of the question is a “popular” 
wisecracker who poses a meaningless question. The “popular” General! 
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- answers still more meaninglessly if possible: “Not having had the oppor- 
tunity to make a detailed study of the question, I cannot say”. What the 
General in reality says is: “I have been sworn to a Constitution in which 
civil rights are anchored and which obliges all citizens of the U.S.A. to 
stand for their preservation, but I know less about it (or at least I pretend 
to) than a schoolboy of 14 years”. And what does the General think of the 
unions? “I wish to emphasize that no segment of the populace can hope to 
prosper if all do not”. The only content which this phrase has is a “simple” 
linguistic nonsense which again every simpleton “understands” only because 
he understands it not: The General says namely that no segment can hope 
to prosper if all do not hope. But Mr. General: Everybody can hope for 
himself alone and many “segments” of the population prosper marvelously 
while other segments “hope” the plague will take them and at the same time 
carry the “simple” language of America away with it! Well, and what about 
price controls? “We should have just the right number of controls to fit 
the situation, not too much and not too little.’ The eyes of all the 
simpletons gleam with “understanding” — the simple language is not only 
gruesomely nourishing, but it delivers us also from the pain of digesting it. 
Yes, and what about China? “The party in power having taken the credit 
for the diplomatic triumphs of the period, must also take some of the blame 
for the failures.’ The simpletons have now understood everything, are 
informed about China and “elect” to the Presidency the General who, 
according to the affidavits of his biographers (in this resembling the “simple” 
Hindenburg) has not read a book for many years. Such a man then makes 
“world politics” with a language which represents “just the right number of 
controls to fit the situation”, i.e., prepares with its scandalous triviality for 
a scandalous policy. 

What the General or Franzke think in using the “simple language” is for 
us “health-schmelth the same thing” — each system functions in itself 
in accordance with its foundations and preconditions, and the “systematic” 
demand to write generally so that “every simple man understands immedi- 
ately” has, as its basis, primitivity and, as its precondition, the guardianship 
of the people. For what is behind the flattery with which one honors the 
“simple man”’ is the truly dilettante ‘reflection that one can offer the people 
either anything because they, anyhow, in their stupidity, perceive nothing (so 
with the General who promulgates the stupidity systematically) or one must 
offer them only the most primitive just because they are so “stupid” and 
cannot understand what clever people like our Dr. Franzke could indeed 
say but are not allowed to say, just because they “must” have regard for the 
stupid simple people. What lies behind, therefore, is contempt for the simple 
people whom one approaches frankly condescendingly in order to retain 
guardianship over them. One sees plastically how this is done: a jovial slap 
on the shoulder and then, with a wink of the eye: “I know that you cannot 
step up to my level so I stoop to yours! Nice of me, isn’t it?” And with 
this, the “friend of the people” lays himself upon the simple man, holds him 
down, and abuses the dialectician-Talmudists who are, in their stupidity, 
not willing to help him in his nice business. 

Once more: In our “Polis”, which is not an institution of the state but 
an assembly of citizens with equal rights who come voluntarily together for 
common deliberation, everybody speaks as it is given to him and how he 
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pleases. It deliberates on all affairs brought up and makes no practical 
distinction between the “simple” and “complicated” man and doesn’t care 
who says something or how he says it, but listens to what he says. Since 
the “Polis” conducts no business and nobody in it has something to “sell”, 
the certain “dilettantism” does (as said) no harm to it and is inevitable 
so long as there are people with unequal education, experience, lineage, 
instruction, etc. We have seen from the example of Eisenhower that he acts 
(if only out of “cleverness”) as a complete dilettante and finds himself in 
the position of selling his dilettantic babble profitably: it has carried him 
up to the present and will probably make him the President of the mightiest 
country in the world. This dilettantism, which has literally only a poisoned 
nothing to offer, is terrible and catastrophic because it dictates, has tremen- 
dous material power behind it and dominates the entire public life. How 
impossible it is for the non-dilettante to evade the dilettantism follows 
already from the fact that one has either to bow to it (to be a victim does 
not mean to “evade”) or must fight it, i.e. eliminate it. 

Our “Polis”, which is supposed to be a “strongly improved” and corres- 
pondingly modified edition of the Greek model and has assumed more far- 
reaching goals, fights the dictatorial, grasping and rapacious dilettantism and 
will also eliminate (as Wilhelm Lunen has called it) the “lovable” dilet- 


tantism whidh is not driven into public life by commodity business but — 


which tries to oppose the horrors of commodity business publicly. The 
“Polis” therefore concerns itself negatively as positively only with public 


interests and sets itself the goal of eliminating, with the elimination of | 


dilettantism in the future community, also the “simple man” who 
is product and victim of commodity business and who shall be replaced— 
simply by man. Now the question of “language” is undoubtedly a question 
of public interest because it poses the question of education, The “Polis” 


must solve the problem of education and start with the realization of its | 
goals without delay. How will it do this if, at least for the present, every- | 
one is a dilettante in many fields and even in this given case there occurs a * 
gathering whose participants do not know at all that it is a gathering of a 4) 


special kind called “Polis”? 


Mutual education, dear Franzke, is the miracle word! Everybody places | 


freely at the disposal of the assembly what he has to offer of knowledge, 
advice, experience, proposals, critiques, ideas, etc.; the assembly discusses all 
of it, deliberates in the eye of the public and decides on acceptance or 
refusal. Our “Polis” has already a whole series of deliberations and experi- 


ences behind it. Besides this, it has, in the meantime, so far elaborated and © 


examined its theoretical foundations that it already can render also “difficult” 
problems “popularly” (naturally without ever giving up the theoretical work) 


and illustrate, with the help of practical examples, how at the end the whole 


social problem is solved. Indeed, the word “Polis” has hitherto never been 
pronounced. It has arisen from the enlargement of the movement and the 


popularizing of basic theorems which had first to be formulated at all before - 


they could be embellished with the wealth of details, explanations, examples, 
data, etc., etc., for the advancement of general understanding. If all begin- 
ning is difficult, it has nevertheless to be made. That we have simply done, 
and found, in spite of all wise birds, so much understanding that nearly all 
who speak at today’s “session of the Polis” are “newcomers”. Experience 
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will heip the understanding further because no other body is so completely 
controllable, so absolutely free from any bureaucratic manipulations, con- 
cealments and distortions as the “Polis”, which on the contrary draws all 
hidden things into daylight in order to make understandable what humanity 
has to expect and in which direction it must look for a way out of the 
crisis. That we hold, so to speak, the “chair” is, according to the essence of 
the matter, an accident even if it is a completely natural one: We had 
issued a leafllet which brought about a considerable assembly which auto- 
matically gave us not only the “chair” but also the duty of bringing order 
into the discussion: to present the material, to answer the speakers, to enter 
questions and wishes, to state the result, etc. But it lies in the nature of the 
“Polis” that tomorrow any other interested party can call for deliberation, 
take over the “chair”, deliver the commentary and so on. We repeat: The 
principal thing is voluntary participation, absolute freedom for all who take 
the floor, continuation of the debate in case of newly-risen arguments, un- 
clarified points, counter-critiques, proposals or whatever it may be. 

Let us then explain with the help of the given example how dilettantism 
is liquidated in the “Polis”. In direct controversy with Dr. Franzke who, 
in the name of the “simple man”, has presented a petition for “simple 
language”: 

Dearest Pal! Many years ago our friend Erik Erikson once wrote: “In 
intercourse with these people one is always in a dilemma. If one writes with 
brevity about a theme then they usually complain about the hardly under- 
standable style. If, however, one writes very extensively and explains point 
by point, then they complain about length or verbosity. ‘One’ could have 
said this so nicely and briefly, and it is absolutely unnecessary to go into 
any minutiae, ain’t that so? But whether written short or long—truly, I tell 
you, only he who is a babbler has nothing to say!” 

Does the size of the shoe fit, dearest pal? If a corn pinches we will help 
you openly and honestly. Look around in this assembly and observe: These 
are all people who came because of a leaflet which dealt with a cause dear 
to their heart. All have “understood” it, nobody has complained about diffi- 
culties in understanding — not even the opponents, not even you. Only 
about “Dinge der Zeit” you can “unfortunately not judge so favorably (!)” 
—- we know why. Fresh up, then, to the work: Have you an authorization in 
your pocket, signed by “every simple man”, which entitles you to speak in 
the name of these “simple men”? Naturally, you have not: you hide behind 
other people instead of confessing, J have not understood. 

The more we now abuse you, if we are really able to do so, the more 
pleasure we will give you—we mean, naturally, for the sake of mutual 
education and the liquidation of dilettantism. Expressed as the people in 
certain cases speak and think, you are a — babbler who does not know how 
to motify his petition and therefore simply proclaims: in the name of the 
people! That is bad, dictatorial dilettantism which the “Polis” tries to 
exterminate root and branch through the application of the following 
rules: 

1. Nobody may submit false mandates and only then may present judge- 
ment or himself as representative for other people when he has their 
approval or can prove accord with them. The “Polis” will accept no claim 
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uncritically and demands conscientiousness from everybody who approaches 
it in one way or another. 

2. Everyone shall avoid, as much as possible, empty phrases which help 
nobody. One must say that and that is for this and this and this reason, 
false; that and that and that is badly written, unclear, hard to understand, 
incomprehensible, etc. (always give reasons, always prove). No man who 
commits a mistake, somewhere or somehow, can correct it unless one shows 
him clearly of what it consists. The “Polis” will recognize no critique from 
which it can learn nothing; it insists on mutual education as the only possible 
education, and he who does not agree with it has only the right to read or 
not to read “Dinge der Zeit” or to throw it in the waste basket or to use it 
“at his discretion”. 

Man must not only think but think correctly; if he cannot (which, in 
today’s society, is as little a “shame” as to be unable to play the piano) he 
must learn it in community with others, ie., exercise in it. It is very nice 
and thoroughly very much justified to make fun about the “menagerie of 
ideologies” and the competitive business of the many organizations, con- 
gresses, etc. — most ideologies are really bad and serve parties and organiza- 
tions only as a cover for their business “hindthoughts”. But one must not 
spill out the baby with the bath (also not in a joking vein which, of course, 
to hit the better, often exaggerates) and thoughtlessly assert: everybody has 
an afterthought; bad churls, scoundrels are we all. Dearest pal, we will not 
contradict you if you include yourself 100%, but where the contrast is lack- 
ing the jest is lost: He who sees everything sees nothing; he who hears 
everything is deaf; if all are scoundrels nobody is; collective guilt of the 
people is not guilt at all; original sin is nonsense in itself, and so on. And 
consider this beautiful gesture full of original sin with which one places 
oneself before the mirror, spits in one’s face and looks around self-satisfied: 
“T still have at least the courage not to disavow my being a scoundrel — am 
I perhaps not a wonderful exemplar of my race?” Don’t you see, friend in 
old fidelity, that this “untruthful roistering” is an ideology lubricated 
with bad psychology, with the help of which one would like to lead us from 
the cradle to the grave in this beautiful society in order not to perceive where 
the real scoundrels are? The cheap Christian absolution after powerful sin- 
ning is also not lacking in your ideology: first everybody is a scoundrel and 
the ideologies are nicely reviled, then you are immediately “100%” tolerant, 
give everybody your hand in a friendly fashion and find that every ideology 
has something good and very much bad, exactly as we human beings, the 
children of God laden with original sin. 

No, Doc, we don’t go along with this muddy “unity ideology”! There are 
good (usable, right) and “evil” (bad, false, untruthful, fraudulent) ideologies 
(opinions, convictions); there are great scoundrels, little scoundrels, harmless 
scoundrels and so on, while just the “simple man”, who composes the 
majority of all men, has no opportunity in most cases to be a scoundrel, not 
to mention “simple men” to whom the sheer notion of scoundrel (a notion 
of civilization) is strange. It is true that many people use their ideology as 
an advertising drum, have a hindthought and don’t give a damn for their 
“convictions”, but by far not everybody has an afterthought, again especi- 
ally not the “simple man” who falls for the advertising drum and is abso- 
lutely not in the position to produce “hindthoughts”’. 
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If you, Doc, should just have a hindthought and therefore preach 100% 
tolerance, we can only advise you: procure for yourself the powerful electric 
crane and evict with it the hindthought from your head so that it becomes 
a “forethought” and understandable by the “simple man”. Sorry are we to 
have to say this: With us breech loaders are barrel loaders: it is one thing, 
for example, to state in face of the infallible Father of all Tovariches that 
all “civilized” people err here and there and have faults; another is it to 
insinuate that everybody has hindthoughts and thereupon to fraternize with 
every scoundrel. No, dearest pal, to the Stalinist puppeteers we tender our 
hand neither with brotherliness nor with friendliness. These 100% breech- 
loading, scoundrelly and murdering rabble we will ostracize socially and 
make responsible for their concrete crimes, much as we defend the rights of 
the Stalinists as citizens and treat persecution of them for the sake of their 
ideology as the same punishworthy wretchedness as that which the “Little 
Father” in the Kremlin and his puppeteers have made into a system. Therefore 
we discuss fraternally and amicably with a “Stalinist”, such as, for example, 
Mrs. Rosler’s sister (who has, in our opinion, only a false conception but has 
not participated in the crimes covered by this conception), but never with 
Mr. Pieck and his like. With such rabble one discourses only through the 
barbed wire behind which it hides. For Pieck and Company, right from the 
beginning, we start the discourse with this: You are charming bastards in 
having the nerve to speak “seriously” of peace, you old slave dealers! Put 
your hindthoughts (Korea, People’s Police, murder-dictatorship, kidnapping 
and all the rest) openly on the table, impudent deceivers! 

Surely everybody shall be happy with his ideology as long as he does not 
try, in its name, to cheat other people and commits no crime. Everywhere 
where this is not the case, one can amicably discuss and explain why this 
and that conception put into practice (for example, Oscar Fischer’s and 
Joseph Mackiewicz’s “idea” of a war against Russia!) is dangerous and 
leads to catastrophe. Sometimes ideologies are unessential, but mostly one 
fights with them. Where that is the case and dilettantism expands itself, 
where a danger arises, swindling appears, etc., every non-scoundrel who has 
insight into the character of the ideology in question is obliged to enlighten 
the surrounding world. The babble about the worthlessness of ideologies has 
equally value only if one can concretely point out: that and that is its 
“hindthought”, that and that in them leads to ill consequences, that and 
that is a dissipating dilettantism, that and that is illusion and paralyzes the 
initiative. But to do this is much more difficult than to revile in a “superior” 
manner the “high-sounding squabble” on capitalism, socialism and so on, 
and to preach an ideology of tolerance which leaves the “honorable great, 
middle and small rabble” unhampered in their business. Who, for example, 
does not know and cannot explain what capitalism is and how it has to be 
treated, but nevertheless tries to cure it by quackery, can only (we speak, 
now, in the manner that our beak has grown) fabricate big bullshit and 
lead other people by the nose. 

That is what you do, dearest pal, with your “emigration ideology” impreg- 
nated with your ignorance about capitalism. You have made wonderful fun 
of the Sunlight soap, but only in order to trumpet back immediately that 
your soap is the “best”. In the “Polis”, we have said, everybody will become 


214 CONTEMPORARY TSS UBS 


acquainted with everybody — out, then, with your “Information Service for 
German Emigration”, number 2, 1951: 


During our work over several years, we witnessed a series of Leagues for Emigra- 
tion. Many shot up like comets, and also like comets have burst asunder, sometimes 
with the help of the State Prosecutor, because of the frauds of their leaders, who, 
with their registration-swindle, etc., only plundered the pockets of those willing to 
emigrate. Other people were naive and believed that, if they humiliated themselves 
on their bellies before the German authorities, everything would be OK and just 
like that they would go overseas with the financial help of the Federal Govern- 
ment. These naive baby societies (!) have nearly all died out. With nice words, the 
government bureaus are at the service of docile emigration societies, if they merely 
play around and don’t open their mouths critically, but unfortunately the action 
requested is never carried out. On this naive infant belief, therefore, nearly all 
emigration societies, one experience richer, have been peacefully brought to the 
grave. 


Leaving aside the numerous accidents of the simple language, one can 
agree with this! The Sunlight and Reger soap have been thoroughly exposed 
and have burst asunder “like a comet’’. Besides, Doc has proven that “toler- 
ance”, in the practice of daily life, is a special thing. Now comes the inevi- 
table and thoroughly very much intolerant own soap: 


Different (!) is the League for German Emigration! It is the hardest (!) combat 
organization which fights ruthlessly (!) for the right and possibility (!) of founding 
a new free (!) homeland overseas for many millions (!) of Germans willing to 
emigrate. We know that on our side is the inalienable and unchangeable right of 
man, namely, the right of millions of desperate Germans who want to emigrate but 
up to now can’t do so. 

For this reason we have submitted to the public our programmatic declaration, 
to the horror (!) of the bureaucracy, which, however, does not dare to undertake 
open steps against it. Enthusiastic acclamation from numerous people willing to 
emigrate and the receipt of voluntary donations prove (!) to us that our (!) way 
is the right (!) one. 


Doc, the numerous accidents of the simple language “prove” nothing at 
all and have no right of man on their side, but only inalienable and un- 
changeable absurdities. Are, perhaps, the many millions of emigrants the 
“little door” which “intelligence” has found in order to slip in and prevent 
remilitarization “from within’? ‘To the “horror” of the millions which, 
according to you, “form a morally high-standing, closely foresworn combat 
unity”, the little door doesn’t open. The most unfortunate thing that can be 
made known about this million emigration nonsense is your slogan: “Every 
honest emigrant becomes a member of the League for German Emigration”. 
All those who do not do so are therefore dishonest emigrants and have no 
idea what cock-and-bull story you tell the honest emigrants: 


The League for German Emigration is no welfare institution. For that we have 
neither the means nor the time. He who is so naive and believes that we can 
procure for him and will do so — if he only writes us a letter — the post-paid and 
gratuitous crossing to America, should rather buy himself a portion of ice cream 
for the postage. (Widespread ice cream licking — E.Z.). The League for German 
Emigration does not participate in the beloved registration-swindle of those willing 
to emigrate (the “willing ones” also swindle, now! — E.Z.), Our principle reads: 
Unity gives strength. (That is now swindle! — E.Z.). Whoever likes this principle 
shall come to us, All other emigrants shall stand away from us and collect their 
own experience. (Which they will promptly do! — E.Z.), But one thing the 
emigrants must know, only if all emigrants are in agreement and organize them- 
selves in combat organizations like the League for German Emigration — best of 
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all in the League for German Emigration — will the governments be forced to 
listen to us and also to help us. The single emigrant in Germany stands alone for 
himself and, if he succeeds in really emigrating, stands weak and helpless and is 
often exploited overseas. 

Millions of people willing to emigrate and organized in a combat organization 
are a grand power which is able to realize their will as expressed in the program- 
matic declaration of the League for German Emigration. Therefore every reader of 
the Information Service must immediately join the League for German Emigra- 
tion. By this he serves his own interests, .. . Make propaganda for the paper, 
spread it around by selling it to acquaintances who want to emigrate, remember 
always that according to experience the emigrants have always been the far-seeing 
intellectual (!) elite of the German people. (Does the “simple man” understand 
that? — E.Z,.). Destroy, therefore, among your acquaintances, small doubts that 
they are not able to pay or will not pay their membership dues. Whoever is able 
to do so shall give according to his capacity to the combat fund of the League for 
German Emigration which, with you and for you, fights a difficult and hard fight 
for the fulfilment of the yearning of all German emigrants, therefore for the ful- 
filment also of your own yearning. 


And if the emigration soap cries ever so deafeningly that it is, “according 
to experience”, the far-seeing intellectual elite of all German soap! — it is 
soap nevertheless, even very ordinary laundry soap of the lowest quality 
with thoroughly very much dirt in it that is harmful to health. Doc, with 
what kind of fertilizer have you cultivated this colossal cabbage? Do you 
know what “the” emigrants are? How could a man know, who cold- 
bloodedly degrades all non-emigrants mentally: Emigrants are emigrants 
and nothing else! But what are they according to experience? In their 
mass, they are people who look for a “better” existence and perhaps even 
imagine that they will find “a new better and free homeland overseas”. That 
is all and — the “intellectual” success corresponds to it! Have you, dearest 
pal, ever investigated the “elite life”, especially of the German emigrants? 
We have the good fortune and are ready to serve you with well-documented 
reports. For example, from New York, where German emigrants live in 
masses and furnish, in intellectual respects, nearly the most stupid element. 
The German press (for example, the Jewish “Aufbau”, the Christian 
“Staats-Zeitung”, the “Solidarity” of the Social-Democratic Workmen’s 
Benefit Fund) outdoes thoroughly successfully the most obscure Teutonic 
provincialism.* Organizational fumbling of all kinds flourishes and absolutely 
nothing, politically or intellectually, occurs which stands above the lowest 
level. However, many Germans, with respect to their convictions, are at 
the level of rabble and occupy themselves “mentally” with greasy wisdoms 
about Jews, Negroes, Italians, Irishmen and Poles who are really such 
“ordinary and inferior people”. The Corporal from Braunau, Hitler, plays, in 


8The “Solidarity” especially is a thoroughly involuntary comic strip. It reflects 
German fumbling with organization as an end in itself in connection with the 
“progressive” workers’ movement. Approximately in this way: “All come on Sun- 
day to the picnic in the Catskills! There will be plenty of beer . . . and, again, 
plenty of beer!”” The Workmen’s Benefit Fund invests its money by preference in 
mortgages which have the highest rate of interest. This is ordinary capitalist 
exploitation-practice. Three or four years ago the State intervened somehow and 
reduced the percentage of the mortgages acquirable by insurance companies. 
Promptly, the “Solidarity”, deeply convinced of “socialism” in one organization, 
complained about our Father, the State, who wanted to make the organization 
“capitalistic”. Poor German emigrants who fall into the hands of “Solidarity” and 
its intellectual “elite’’! 
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the “intellectual” life of the German-Americans of New York, Hoboken 
and other places, a great role. For many he is Christ crucified for the second 
time, awaiting resurrection; for others, he is not dead at all but alive, biding 
his time. 

But this only for your information, Doc! You should replace your adver- 
tising babble for “many millions of emigrants” by the “according to experi- 
ence” truthful statement: No Negro in the virgin forest, no Jew in the 
desert, can be more backward and superstitious than “the” German 
emigrants, for whose “elite” intellectual achievement the holy Diogenes 
searches with his ten-thousand-watt electric lamp thoroughly and com- 
pletely in vain. You are permitted, dearest pal, to teach us better—in the 
meantime, the whole emigration business seems to be founded solely on 
ignorance and swindle. Openly and honestly: you, too, Doc, cultivate only 
cabbages, potatoes and illusions (naturally, colossal ones!) with which, not- 
withstanding your intentions, you swindle the people in practice. In this 
practical swindle, which is due to your ignorance, we must recognize your 
most serious defect. If you had ever taken the pains to study capitalism as 
a system it would, perhaps, have prevented you from light-mindedly giving 
many millions, of those willing to emigrate, the perspective of a new, better 
and free homeland overseas, and the help of the government if they 
organized in the League for German Emigration. The truth of the system is 
that perhaps much membership dues is paid—only a few emigrate. A worse 
possibility is that al] membership dues are paid for nothing and nobody gets 
out. And what is still more terrible, the worse possibility is the most prob- 
able. If you get together ten thousand members you will have had crazy 
luck; millions, however, are a dream, the fulfilment of which puts you rather 
in the position of making a German revolution than of transferring to other 
countries, only half a million in ten years. 

These are the realities of the capitalism system, Doc, and will change less 
readily than the man in the moon. Emigration is a “solution” for a tiny 
fraction of the population, the majority of which, besides, cannot escape 
exploitation wherever it may land. In Germany as in America, in “grue- 
some” ‘Turkey as in England, in Africa as in Belgium and so on, emigrants 
and non-emigrants will have to occupy themselves with the capitalist system 
itself, or will perish miserably. Instead of putting giant fleas in the ears of 
people, the “Polis” tries to enlighten them about their destiny under world 
capitalism and to make them understand which solutions are superstitious 
and which not. One can try this in different ways, Doc, and as a supplement 
to the preceding attempts, it shall be told in “simple language” for you and 
your Emigration League, where capitalism travels. You, as philosemite, will 
be pleased that our American friend, Nathan Davidson (his family tree 
stands in the desert Judah near Los Angeles), has recently excavated from 
the Daily News (New York) an editorial which is written wholly in the 
simple language and so perhaps thoroughly very much fit to open the eyes 
of the emigrants. Now, then, the Daly News of October 1, 1951: 

Americans have the most productive economic system ever yet devised, and the 
world’s highest average living standards. This country suits most of us fine, though 
there is room for improvement still. 


Do you understand, dearest pal? The first sentence is false nationalistic 
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boasting, the second, senseless babble. Now the two following sentences: 


But millions of Americans cannot get it through their heads that there are 
peoples who don’t want to have sanitary plumbing facilities, hot dog stands three 
to the city block, slim women! decorating the landscape, and at least one radio or 
television in every home. 

If this nation were running the world, there is grave likelihood that it would 
— with the best intentions — try to ram those and other American blessings 
down the throats of a lot of Chinese, Mohammedans, Eskimos, Zulus, and so on, 
who didn’t want them. 


Doc, Doc, one could give a long speech about these two barbaric sen- 
tences alone and is damn tempted to do so! First of all you must not believe 
that this example is an exception. No, thus writes and speaks the whole 
“official” American “nation”, not least the snob Ernest Hemingway and 
“the” German immigrants. Secondly, “millions” of Americans and even the 
whole American “nation”, if one were to believe “official” America, are 
simply nuts. Neither sanitary plumbing facilities nor hot dog stands nor 
slim women are “American” blessings (will you bet that the hot dogs are 
better in Germany?), but only completely crazy Americans are screwy 
enough to ram the whole junk, including radio and television, down the 
throat of the quoted people, and so on. In the Orient the ideal of men con- 
cerning women can be wrapt in the words: “On a silver platter, bring me a 
fat woman, so I may burrow in the riches of flesh!” But the more that fat 
and full-bodied women exist in America also, the more furiously insists the 
“nation” on decorating the landscape of Zulus, Eskimos, Mohammedans, 
and so on with skeletons. The Eskimos, from igloo to igloo, will have rammed 
down their throats sanitary plumbing facilities which, especially in winter, 
will leak frozen snow to the three hot dog stands which, from now on, have 
to be installed in each igloo block. Get your frozen hot dogs! cries the radio. 
All the Eskimos run to the stands — the Zulus and the Mohammedans 
observe the spectacle through television and are very much delighted because 
at noon the bony women have been disdained by the polar bears and by 
5 p.m. they were all frozen to death. The Chinese, however, who have 
repeatedly received “blessings” from America, say: Why does the “nation” 
go so far out of its way when the need for improvement is so close at home? 
That it is, Doc; the “nation” has great difficulties and insists on its screwi- 
ness in order to divert attention: 


One... (way) would be to . . . refrain from trying to make othe: peoples model 
their lives, conduct and institutions after ours, Let them be themselves. Live and 
let live — as the British and the ancient Romans did when they were running 


their respective empires. 

The other most desirable empire policy would be to see to it that our living 
standards stayed high and kept climbing higher, instead of being dragged down to 
parity with those of our subject (!) nations. 

The Romans and the British in their great imperial ages had the answer to that 
problem, too. Their attitude toward the provinces (!) and colonies (!) was this: 
“Boys, we’re furnishing you protection and guaranteeing peace throughout our 
broad domains. In return (!), you will kindly pay us well, though not beyond your 
means, by sending regular and generous tribute to the capital city of the Empire 
or throwing heavy business our way. And when you do it, smile, because the Lord 
loves a cheerful giver.” 


The most gruesome in this gruesome simple language is that, in des- 
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cribing the “most desirable” American Empire policy, it states the real goal 
pursued by government and economic policy. No scientific investigation 
could bring this out so nicely, could expose American imperialism so 
blatantly as is done here with intrusive cynicism and accentuated brutality. 
What it could not “administer” with its own hands (among others, China) 
it has given to its Lord Lieutenant Stalin; with Mohammedans and Zulus 
it has not yet completely settled; a few Eskimos may “live” for the time 
being, but all subjugated nations and those still to be subjugated, all 
provinces and colonies, are apostrophized, in the manner of a sovereign 
slave holder as “Boys”. Will the “Boys” tolerate the manners of the uncul- 
tured imperialist gangster and give cheerfully if the “Lord” brandishes his 
whip? Or will they pay him back for his crude hypocrisy which demands 
tribute regularly and generously for alleged protection (read: military and 
economic subjugation) and guaranteed peace (read: war against the people 
in “our broad domains”)? The “Boys” are surely not so harmlessly stupid 
as the cynical gangster himself here pretends to be. Not one of them has 
asked the Romans, the British, the Germans, the Russians or the American 
gangsters for “protection”; all have been subdued by force, all have received 
bullets instead of “peace”, all had to suffer exploitation to the utmost. The 
reference to the great ages of the Romans and the British comes at the right 
moment: due to the retrogressive movement of the capitalist development, we 
live again in an age when “world empire” feeds mainly on subjugation, 
plundering, and enslavement of other peoples, destroys their lands, razes 
their towns, drives them out of their dwellings and finally from the surface 
of the earth. 

Incapacity to solve the problems at home brings the more privileged 
capitalist countries onto the path of imperialist expansion. Insofar as this 
relieves the situation at home, the relief is only temporary and rather 
accelerates the later decay of the empire. Whether Rome, Spain, the Nether- 
lands, or England: all have rotted because of their empires and sunk 
deeper and deeper. Russia and America, too, will not escape the historical 
laws, only this time the question is posed of common salvation or common 
downfall of the whole of civilized and uncivilized humanity. With emigra- 
tion, Doc, “nothing comma nothing”, can be changed: we have only to wait 
for the day on which you will gently communicate to us: “baby society 
peacefully burst asunder, or, respectively, brought to the grave on its infant 
belief like a comet”. Since we are then “one experience richer”, the “Polis” 
can only advise you and your credulous friends urgently, to take the simple 
language of the American gangster and our annotations for a bitterly serious 
description of the normal capitalist day as it has already become the norm 
in the Russian empire and will become the norm for the rest of the world 
in increasing degree. We rejoice, naturally, that today’s “Polis” has already 
judged the situation sufficiently correctly that it considers the radical crisis 
of society, the social question, the overcoming of capitalism, etc., as the 
central themes and looks for general solutions, not for little recipes of a 
private nature such as emigration (which, for millions, is illusory). More 
enjoyable is it, that, as the decisive body, it has cast a great majority vote 
against East and West, exercises concrete tolerance not abstract tolerance 
for every scoundrel and recognizes: one cannot make peace with raging 
oppressors and their paid lackeys, one must force them to peace. 
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Please, friend in old fidelity, answer openly and honestly, as we did, 
whether our harp sound and cymbal music has pleased you. Report also about 
she progress of your Emigration League — we are naturally willing to be 
surprised with a million members. The “Polis” thanks you for your partici- 
pation and greets you very cordially. 


FELLOWSHIP OF RECONCILIATION 


(German branch of the International Fellowship of Reconciliation) 
(a) [leaflet] To Our Members and Friends}. 


The Fellowship of Reconciliation, at its annual conference held in Wuppertal on 
May 15 to 18, 1951, together with representatives of the Protestant and Catholic 
Churches, with members of the Bundestag, government representatives and other 
personalities of public life, as well as with numerous German and foreign guests, 
Aas deliberated about three principal questions: The attitude of the Christian 
Churches towards peace, the rearmament of Germany and the legislation con- 
cerning war service resistance. .... 

The Fellowship of Reconciliation declares in this present critical hour that it 
will not permit the task entrusted to it, ta work for peace in the spirit of Christ, 
to be taken out of its hands either by peace propaganda determined by political 
purposes or by the counter actions provoked thereby. 

On the ground of experiences in the last decades, the Fellowship of Reconcilia- 
tion warns against political problem-posing which would subject every German to 
the compulsion of a decision between white and red. 

The members of the Fellowship of Reconciliation declare themselves, as a whole, 
in full solidarity with those friends from its ranks who are suspected or persecuted: 
for their stand on inner and outer peace. 

In the defamation of personalities and groups who work seriously for German 
unity and peace in the world, the Fellowship of Reconciliation sees a danger to the 
inner and outer freedom of the German people..... 

The Fellowship of Reconciliation, which deems force an ineffective means for 
the resolving of antagonism, considers, now as before, rearmament of Germany in 
East and West as a threat to world peace. 

It demands the limitation of the number, the armament and the training of the 
police ferce to the measure which is required for maintaining the inner order of 
the state. 

The members of the Fellowship of Reconciliation are convinced that rearma- 
ment of Germany will drive the German people to ruin, especially also by reason 
of the fact that it swallows up in the economic field the means necessary for social 
reconstruction, and open the path, as already now appears, to new errors in the 
field of politics and “weltanschauung”’. 

Only a stand for social justice in all fields of life can form a solid basis for a 
united Germany as well as for a new humanity. 


(b) [leaflet] A Clear Word Against Remilitarization of Germany 


Resolution of the annual meeting of the German Fellowship of 
Reconciliation in Bad Pyrmont, Pentecost, 1950 


The world today, five years after the most horrible war in! history, is still, and 
anew, not only saturated with sufferings and worries but also with distrust, fear 
and hatred. If humanity continues to proceed on this road hitherto followed, them 
an unimaginable catastrophe is inevitable.* 


4 That a catastrophe is inevitable if the present course is retained cannot be 
questioned, However, it would be of inestimable value if one would not say 
“humanity”, when it is exclusively the rulers interested in this course who insist 
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The powerful of the earth try to protect themselves against this catastrophe or 
to make themselves strong against it by increasing their military and industrial 
preparations to a formerly inconceivable extent. Tremendous sums of precious 
material and intellectual energy which would suffice to free uncounted human 
beings, among all peoples, from their need, are sacrificed to the old superstition, 
which has often been disproven by history, that he who wants peace must prepare 
for war, and that through war the great political, social and human problems can 
really be solved. (Here the terminology is exact: The powerful of the earth sacri- 


fice material, energy and — humanity, to their superstition! But humanity knows 
also, in the person of the Fellowship of Reconciliation, that through war no prob- 
lems can be solved any more! — E.Z.). 


We are convinced that there exists another and better way to overcome anta- 
gonism, also a better way than that of violence to withstand the power of evil. 
We know too, naturally, that belief in this other way is not shared by everybody. 
To human reason it is only too plausible that he who is feared need not himself 
fear an attack. (Again: This is only plausible for the irrationality of the minority! 
— E.Z.). We will hardly convince politicians who run in the old ruts that con- 
fidence, sincerity, goodness and solidarity, even seen soberly and real-politically, are 
stronger measures for protection than atom bombs and bacteria cultures; but we 
beg them urgently: Leave us Germans out of the play when making your war pre- 
parations and defense plans... . 

We will nevermore také up the sword in our hand. We, beg the German govern- 
ments and all politically decisive men and women of our German people: Do not 
permit yourself, by however so tempting promises, from whatever side they may 
come, to stray from the way which a hard but wise and bountiful will of God has 
shown us, the way of peace. Germany shall, in all frugality and modesty, become 
and remain bridge, helper and. friend in all that is good and towards all sides, 
decided rather to suffer and to be sacrificed than once more to participate, that is, to 
became an accessory to the greatest crime against humanity, war. 

With such words we do not besmirch the memory of those who, in good belief, 
risked their lives for the sake of liberty and justice. On the contrary, we take up 
their work and try to complete it in that way, in our firm conviction, that it can 
alone be completed today and tomorrow, through an unconditional conversion from 
the spirit of violence and through the devotion of all forces to the work of a peace- 
ful new order of human society in a spirit of justice and brotherhood and in obedi- 
ence to the commands of God. To secure a home for the homeless, to offer all those 
capable of work the possibility of a satisfying activity and an adequate compensa- 
tion, to help neighbors in every conceivable way, and to feel oneself responsible to 
the eternal God in all deeds, that alone is the way in which a sick and humiliated 
people can recover and become unassailable to the powers of disintegration and 
destruction. 

We beg, therefore, the German youth, manual and intelleciti‘sl workers, men and 
women, adherents of all religious, cultural and political ewrcnts: Do not permit 
yourselves to be seduced or forced either by the West os wy the East to warlike 
actions, do not go along in the armament factories and laboratories, on the drill 
fields or wherever it might be, do not participate where weapons of violence are 
forged or used. But give your best so that justice, truth and peace are established 
among men and peoples. It remains, by the word of our Master: ‘‘Blessed are the 
meek, for they shall inherit the earth”. 


Comment 
The great question which is raised especially by all pacifist and religio- 
ethical concepts is the question (reasoned out today, besides, by nearly all 
currents with remarkably sober or “real-political” insights) of how to arrive 


on it without consideration for the wishes of humanity. It is an old habit to speak 
simply about people and humanity, but it does not cover the state of affairs and 
burdens, “humanity” unjustly with a hatred which it does not feel. Are not the 
attitude of all people and especially the rejection of remilitarization by the German 
and Japanese people alone proof enough of the division of humanity into majority 
and dictating minority? 
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at a peaceful new order of human society in the spirit of justice and other 
ideals, and from the realization of which we are prevented by the powerful 
of the earth and those decisive politicians who run in the old ruts and are 
hardly to be convinced, in spite of the fact that all preconditions are ready 
to hand as pointed out also by the Fellowship of Reconciliation. Can one 
“beg” these people to leave us Germans (why only us Germans?) out of the 
play, and what shall the other layers of the population (rightly called upon) 
do practically if Pieck and Ulbricht force them, yesterday and today, and the 
‘West German government tomorrow, to place themselves in many ways at 
the service of war? A clear definition of what “an unconditional conversion 
from the spirit of violence” shall signify practically is absolutely needed. 
‘The people and humanity do not need a conversion because they in their 
majority do not worship violence and by virtue of their social position are 
never able to worship it. For this (colossal) majority a “peaceful” new order 
is the naturally given thing for which it longs. But what shall it do where it 
‘suffers violence? Here rule social laws which, for the masses, are binding: 
single individuals can refuse service in armament factories, in drill fields, 
etc., and can risk freedom and life; the mass or the majority can not and, 
under an economic order which finally places the whole of production at 
the service of war, is not even able to distinguish what and how much of it 
goes to war purposes. If, however, the mass is driven elementally, no longer 
being “forced”, another social law takes over to which it is as closely tied 
as to the first: We witness then a social revolution in which the violation 
which has become insupportable is met by violence. But the situation is the 
‘same as that which would arise if millions of individuals could only resist 
the compulsion to become soldiers or to work in industry for armament. 

If “not going along”, where weapons of violence are forged or used, is to 
be in any way effective, it must encompass a great circumference. The 
Fellowship of Reconciliation, consequently, begs the youth, manual and 
intellectual workers, men and women, adherents of all religious, cultural 
and political currents, thus all the affected people, to resist. On the assump- 
tion that this is possible without further ado, it would create the situation 
of a general strike. Immediately arises the sober practical question, from 
what shall those people live who have necessarily brought the whole economy 
to a standstill. Things stand as they stand, i.e., at the same moment that 
they are no longer willing to be “forced”, the people are confronted with an 
economy which is geared to soldier playing and war industry. If the people 
here only do “not go along’’, they have theoretically only the possibility of 
starving. Practically, however, the powerful of the earth and their follow- 
ing will supplement their hunger with bloody suppression and multiplied 
compulsion; the people may be surer of this than of the sun rising on the 
following day. The only chance of avoiding civil war and physical force 
consists in proposing to the mighty of the earth, etc., a “peaceful new order 
of human society” without social disadvantages for the mighty, but showing 
at the same time the utmost determination to employ violence in case the 
minority tries to annul the decision of the majority by violence. The more 
energetically and unequivocally the majority manifests its determination to 
oppose the spirit of violence by breaking the violence, the less will violence 
and bloodshed be necessary even if the mighty of the earth should risk a 
hopeless adventure and unchain civil war. Humanity has no other choice 
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than to perish in war, civil war, blood, dirt and baseness or to drive out the 
spirit of violence once and for all by the minimal use of violence, eventually 
by the mere determination to employ violence. 

If a “hard, but wise and bountiful will of God” has put us on the road 
to peace (there is not the slightest reason to contradict this) he must also: 
approve of the means by which we are able to hold to this road. Blessed are 
the meek, but Jesus himself “went into the temple of God, and cast out alk 
them that sold and bought in the temple, and overthrew the tables of the 
moneychangers, and the seats of them that sold doves, and said unto them, 
It is written, My house shall be called the house of prayer; but you have: 
made it a den of thieves”. There exists a spirit of violence which violates 
and (to stick to remilitarization) will force the majority of the people, 
against its will, to become “accessory to the greatest crime against humanity, 
war”. As already stated, the people cannot possess this spirit, because 
it is as such incapable of oppression and under no circumstances is it the 
violating and compelling part, but always the violated and compelled. There 
exists, on the other hand, a violence which break down compulsion and: 
avoids “an unimaginable catastrophe” but which, for its part, does not 
become violation and does not force others to new crimes. This force was: 
employed by Jesus; Christians and Pagans use it rightly without scruple to 
isolate and render harmless, murderers, thieves, sexual criminals and the 
publicly dangerous insane. Of such violence is finally the people also 
capable if it is driven to desperation by the insanity of the mighty of the 
earth and placed before the choice of life or death. 

Provided that the situation is correctly grasped and the right means 
employed, the danger that justified violence will again be usurped by a 
minority and turn into new violation no longer exists today because 
tremendous sums of precious material and intellectual energy are at our 
disposal which are sufficient, according to the words of the resolution of the 
Fellowship of Reconciliation, to free uncounted human beings among all 
peoples from their needs, to eliminate need and distress even completely 
and therewith to remove also the causes of violation hitherto of the majority 
by the minority. The finger of God or (this opinion must be as free as the 
other) reason in seemingly “unreasonable” history has led humanity to this 
result! The more consciously we now work with the fertile and “very 
simple” insight that the problem of humanity has in principle been over- 
come and that only the utilization of material and energy for the welfare of 
humanity is needed, the more surely do we ban all danger to the “new order 
of human society in the spirit of justice and brotherhood” which comes: 
about truly peacefully and itself needs no force. One must give the mighty 
of the earth the assurance and prove to them (which is a matter of pure 
economic statistics) that they have not to suffer for one day under the new 
order, that they can live in abundance and have not to fear the slightest 
proscription or detriment if they follow the finger of God which leads the 
majority. On the contrary: Despite the fact that good and evil collide, that 
history lets reason and unreason wrestle until the empire of God is erected 
or reason has been victorious—the society of justice can do justice to the 
mighty of the earth and grant them that they have been, for better or worse, 
the instruments of God and of history, that is, have helped in spite of all 
unreasonableness, nevertheless to bring about the reasonable result of history: 
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by overcoming material need in principle. Only criminals, obsessed people 
and madmen can reject a peaceful solution. If the mighty. provoke their 
downfall by violence, “revenge” on them after the struggle is exactly as 
superfluous as on a tamed madman, but in case of need not to compel them 
to reason would mean to disdain God’s will and to swindle humanity of the 
fruit of its endeavors and sufferings. Only the real, not the purely verbal or 
illusory stand for social justice in all fields of life which recognizes also the 
means eventually necessary, can constitute the solid basis for a unified 
Germany as well as for a new humanity. 

In the meantime it is necessary to prepare the peaceful solution practi- 
cally and to fight together with the people in those forms accessible to it. 
To recommend to the masses individual resistance is a contradiction in itself 
and leaves completely unclear how one can prevent the disastrous remilitari- 
zation, provide a home for the homeless and offer all capable of work the 
possibility of a satisfactory activity and an adequate compensation, etc. 
What is evident and towards which the masses strive spontaneously, 
namely, the enforcement of a plebescite through the unified action of all 
opponents to remilitarization and of anti-muilitarist organizations which can 
base themselves directly on the majority of the people and which have to 
organize the struggle—this matter, of course, is just disastrously neglected 
or even completely ignored by most organizations. One could nearly say, 
neglected or ignored just because the federal government, heavily discredited 
and completely isolated from the people, would have to yield if the struggle 
for the plebescite were to be undertaken seriously. However the government 
may remain obstinate in the face of the first concentrated assault and disdain 
the will of the people even more cynically than it has thitherto. The friends 
of freedom and peace must be clear about the fact that the struggle needs 
perspective and includes the defeat of the compromised parties which today 
possess the monopoly of power. The opposition against the federal govern- 
ment has received further nourishment from the new treaty with the West 
by which Germany shall definitely be sold to America. If Adenauer remains 
stubborn—he cannot escape new elections in which the numerous organiza- 
tions need only to combine into an election bloc for the realization of the 
most important practical demands (first the plebiscite and the rejection of 
the envisaged treaty) to bring the people behind them and to drive from the 
field the hopeless centralizing parties which refuse participation. 

On this basis a radical renewal of the people’s representation is con- 
ceivable—uncompromised forces are available in great number, each organi- 
zation can have its own candidates and nominate its most tested represen- 
tatives itself, instead of being presented with a list arranged by the party 
executives. The organizational problem must be tackled in accordance with 
the necessities of the future, and the advantage of decentralization, offered by 
a collaboration of all interested organizations and single persons, must be uti- 
lized. Each single local group must not only elect, uninfluenced by the 
central executive, those men and women from their midst or locality in 
whom they place confidence, but must then bind them to the demands of the 
collaborating organizations and to the promise to resign immediately if they 
change their stand. To the elected themselves no power is to be transmitted. 
Power has to remain completely within the group which controls the 
activity of its delegates and must, in case of breach and confidence, publicly 
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denounce every connection with them. In this manner politics becomes 
finally the school for character which it should be and was at great times. 
for the best men of those times. For the period of transformation, one should 
imagine the groups as the living basis and as the local organs, provided with 
executive power proper, of the “General Polis” (as outlined in the foregoing 
section) and experiment with this form. What the “General Polis” does, 
more for the preparation and general orientation of the group or com- 
munity “Polis”, the latter really does in practical politics: It deliberates, 
makes decisions and charges its representatives (as long as that is, in this 
form, still necessary) with the defense of its decisions in Parliament. But, 
concerning the execution of accepted decisions, the group itself exercises 
control and its aim must be to control the still existing state power, instead 
of being controlled (and violated) by it, until it can become, with the pro- 
gress of development, its own immediate executive. Both forms of the 
“Polis” are inexpensive — they need no great apparatus and secure for 
themselves the voluntary collaboration of all interested people by exclusive 
occupation with public affairs, always in full publicity (guaranteeing control 
through publicity), and by freedom of critique in every form and not 
only for members but also for “guests” and opponents. 


% 


At least one attempt to answer the question, how to arrive at a new order 
of society, has been made by the Fellowship of Reconciliation with the 
circular about “The Cell”, partially reviewed in the answer to Mrs. Rosler.* 
It is an attempt based upon the idea of self-help so characteristic of the 
movement and practically amounts to formation of the “Polis”. It thus 
demonstrates once more that the movement by itself brings together all 
necessary elements and instinctively picks up ideas which lie, so to speak, in 
the atmosphere surrounding men of our time. The attempt with the “Cell” 
is, in this sense, a genuine attempt and merits double consideration because 
it also has intellectual connections with the American section of the (Inter- 
national) Fellowship of Reconciliation. Following is the text omitting the 
paragraph concerning “integration of cognition and action” which has been 
treated in the answer to Mrs. Rosler: 


THE CELE 


We owe to remilitarization that it has made clear to men how impossible (!) 
already today is not only our political but especially our socio-economic (!) prac- 
tice. (The start is perfect! — E.Z.). 

The struggle against remilitarization is therefore a revolutionary struggle or it is 
illusory. Remilitarization itself (!) makes clear that its rejection includes also the 
social (! ) question. (Equally perfect conclusion! — E.Z.). 

The classical methods of revolution, besides finding no sympathy in Germany, 
are also in regard to power a Utopia. (This is in no way evident! — E.Z.). But if 
the East intervenes it will make us, exactly as the remilitarization of the West, the 
Korea of the West. (The remilitarization of the West will hardly have this effect, 
but it will have the effect of enslavement! — E.Z.). 


* After comparison with other attached documents from Mrs. Rosler, she herself 
seems to be the author of the circular. For the partial review already presented, see 
the answer to Mrs. Rosler — The Campaign Against Remilitarization in Groman 
(Contemporary Issues, May-June, 1955, Vol. 6, No. 23). 
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: The revolution of the West will therefore bear, going beyond the classical revolu- 
tion, the features of revolutionary non-violence (a problematical thing! — E.Z.) 
en) the socio-political field, those of national and local self-help (of course! — 

Both are inseparably connected: if, furthermore, we are not willing to pay the 
price for West German “well being”, namely, remilitarization, the breadbasket will 
be hung still higher, (Vice versa: With this Germany brings the breadbasket 
nearer! — E.Z.). Remilitarization today already has the same effect. (Not the same: 
It alone has this effect — E.Z.). The sins of omission in the last six years avenge 
themselves. In one way or another we will have to fight for our lives, eventually 
for those of our children, either in the war forced upon us or out of a free decision 
against it in order to bring our social household to a sound basis. (A fundamental 
Se Boe insight because in perspective, war too will naturally be forced upon 
us! — E.Z.). 

What the known protagonists of the neutralization of Germany bring together in 
the “higher strata’ will not stand burdens and persecutions if it is not cemented 
from below. 

The burning question is: Where are the practical points of departure, where are 
the carriers of a non-violent people’s movement? 

Posed in human terms the question is: How can we be enabled to resist and to 
act? (Good! — but does the posing of the question exclude ‘‘violence” from the 
beginning or can somebody unconditionally assert that one could resist without 
violence? — E.Z.). 

The answer must be: 

THROUGH THE LIVING CELL 

In it the shaping of new human beings and the news forms of community are pre- 
pared. (In this “preparation”? may lie the point of contact of the Cell with the 
“Polis”! —- E.Z.). The communist knows the spiritual significance of the collective; 
the Christian knows what is promised to the small community (Polis! — E.Z.) 
which is gathered in His name, (The theoretical communist, in no case the Stalinist 
“communist”, knows the “spiritual” significance of the collective as much as its 
practical, economic or social significance; nonetheless the “spirit” of the collective 
will conform to its economic structure and will reflect all its shortcomings or 
advantages, and reflect also the spiritual endeavors to improve the collective. It is 
not fully clear whether collective and community are considered as opposites. That 
would be false because the community is not only a collective, but even the ideal 
collective, standing on the highest rung and rid of central power. — E.Z.). 

It is the nature of the Cell to comprise men of various beliefs. (Here again the 
thought, so typical for the movement, that the ideologies have secondary signifi- 
cance vis-a-vis the practical tasks, which are considered in a more “universal’” 
light — E.Z.). 

Its task is a threefold one: (a) the spiritual (b) the practical, (c) the organiza-. 
tional work. (Purely schematically this division may pass, but one has to know that 
the spiritual work is eminently practical and organizational, the practical eminently 
organizational and spiritual, the organizational eminently spiritual and practical. 
This will come into relief especially in the Cell or “Polis” which will also eliminate 
the formal difference between the various activities and give them the attribute of 
truthfulness. In speaking about “preparation” of the shaping of new men and the 
new form of community, the indication must be permitted that for “Dinge der 
Zeit” and “Contemporary Issues” this distinction does not even formally exist 
because none of the participants or “guests” or opponents plays a role in his 
“professional” capacity, but exclusively according to his value for practical truth- 
finding — E.Z.). 

In the Cell the spiritual struggle is taken up and the process of human. under- 
standing and of spiritual clarification takes place. The personal (?) clarification 
and free decision out of inner necessity is the basis for everything which begins in. 
a positive direction. It needs the element of community and requires planful (!) 


and patient (!) work.* ae 
In the periodical “Fellowship” of the American Fellowship of Reconciliation 


* There follows, at this point in the original, the paragraph on “integration of 
cognition and action’. 
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stood the remark: We expect our young people to be revolutionaries in time of 
war without training them for it in times of peace. (This is one among thousands 
of proofs that everywhere in the world people are occupied with the same thought! 
— E.Z.), Where, then, lie, for West Germany, the best possibilities for “revolu- 
tionary training”? 

For them, we may thank our special needs, They lie in the local self-help and 
are especially fertile: 

(a) in youth work; 

(b) in housing construction and settlement; 

(c) in the combination of both. (A somewhat strange combination! Empty! — 
TZ) 

The particularity of the West German situation is that on a community basis 
much relatively can be realized, that the social legislation partly exists but is not 
executed, that the initial impulse for a social reform can and must thus be given 
locally and that through remilitarization minds have been set into motion also in 
social (!) respects. 

Only self-help on a local and national basis makes us economically and politi- 
cally to some degree independent, opens our own possibilities and brings us esteem 
at home and abroad. 

But the slumbering and paralyzed will for self-help in our people cannot be 
awakened administratively, but in each case only through active groups. This 
requires less technical professional know-how than enthusiasm and tenacity. (Excel- 
lent! — E.Z.). One must not do everything oneself, but organize the self-help — 
which is more difficult. (Excellent! — E.Z.). 

The Cell which is not in the position of beginning with new solutions does not 
exist. The how will be found out in common deliberation. (Excellent! — E.Z.). 

In local training will show up what our various groups and leagues are worth. 
On the other hand the times for local idylls of a Spartan; (?) way of life are over. 
If the Cell is not an end in itself it will drive beyond itself to combination with 
others and also to new forms of organization, It vitalizes the existing ones and 
protects them from being corrupted by the apparatus. 

Within the Cell falls the decision on whether western Europe possesses enough 
spiritual and vital power for peaceful total solutions of its own, Better the question 
should be asked: will we be able to tap the exising forces and sources? 


The guess that Mrs. Rosler is the author of the foregoing text is nourished 
by the following petition which she Series os to the "Fellowship of Recon- 


ciliation: 
May 2, 1951. 
Re: AGENDA OF THE ANNUAL MEETING: 

Vitalization of self-help through the Reconciliation Cells. 

We surely have by now a foretaste of what can come in the course of the sum- 
mer in developments of a warlike nature (falling for the hysterical war noise! — 
E.Z.) and on the other side in prohibitions, etc., in the course of remilitarization. 

In increasing degree the connection between remilitarization and socio-economic 
impoverishment becomes clear, too. 

The resistance against remilitarization extends itself therewith from the prin- 
cipled political field also to the practical social field, In this field lie, in my opinion, 
for West Germany, genuine revolutionary starting points in the non-violent sense. 
Here are possibilities for “revolutionary training” (after Kermit Ebi, Fellowship 
No. 1, 1950) which we need for more difficult tasks and which can bring forces 
within our people into motion — if we work in the sense of local self-help. 

I propose therefore that the Annual Meeting recommend to the local Reconcilia- 
tion Cells—notwithstanding participation in international or German help services 
— the vitalization of local self-help, the fertile possibilities of which lie, above all, 
in the field of youth work, of settlement, or in the combination of both (!) . 


Both documents are good examples of how something which seems to be 
written “simply”, clearly and convincingly is in reality very complicated, 
unclear and hard to understand. Leaving aside errors which, as such, are 
clearly recognizable: so difficult is it to plastically present a thought rich in 


{ 
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eentent (and doubly so if it is of a “novel” kind) that at the beginning 
{without sufficient “training” in such thoughts) one aims at it rather than 


. hits it. The difficulty always grows out of the thinking matter which not 
. only has its own malices, but requires, because of its indissoluble connec- 


tion with other thinking matters, much pretraining (knowledge, etc.): on 
the side of the reader in order to fully understand; on the side of the writer 


in order to be able to clearly express the thought in itself, at first without 


regard for the understanding of the untrained reader. “Training is every- 
thing”, Erikson likes to repeat after Mark Twain — Mrs. Rosler is right 
with her remark that we need revolutionary training “for more difficult 
tasks”. But no training at all without training in thinking, for which there 
exists no systematic teaching course and which always takes place hand in 
hand with the assimilation of knowledge, always in connection with life, with 
the digestion of experiences, observations, opinions of other people, etc. One 
has to exercise this training wherever one may be, for example here, in the 
“General Polis”, where above all is the statement essential that Mrs. Rosler 
has indeed tried to answer the question concerning the how of the new 
order of society with its new forms of community, but in reality has only 
posed the problem consciously. The result of her attempts to determine the 
practical starting points and the carriers of a non-violent people’s movement, 
is the following: 

(a) We will be enabled to resist and to act through the — living Cell. 

(b) In the Cell the shaping of new human beings and the new forms of 
community are prepared. 

(c) Its task is spiritual, practical and organizational work. 

(d) The best possibilities for revolutionary training lie in the local self- 
help and are especially fertile in youth work, in house construction and 
settlement. 

That is the result and — we stand again at the beginning. If everything 
is right we know at this moment where to begin with the “social revolution” 
or with self-help, but the how will be found out in common deliberation. 

Where now takes place the common deliberation? It can naturally take 
place in the Reconciliation Cell but equally well, also, in any other body or 
league. If the Fellowship for Reconciliation has deliberated on Mrs. Rosler’s 
petition, so much the better; if not, shall we then wait passively for the day 
which will bring us the result of the deliberation? It is simply not correct 
to assert that the answer to various questions must be: through the living 
(Reconciliation) Cell. Just as common deliberation can take place everywhere 
(and occurs in many places), the spiritual struggle can also be taken up by 
any group (even by each individual) and the process of human understand- 
ing and spiritual clarification can go on everywhere. It is, furthermore, 
not correct to state that the “Cell” is the carrier of a non-violent people’s 
movement and especially enables us to resist and to act. The carrier of the 
people’s movement is the people — we are best enabled to resist and to act 
through the power of the people’s movement which, for total solutions is 
the only sufficient self-help movement and which, not even by the Cell, can 
be obligated to “non-violence”. The people or the masses are ruled by other 
laws than those ruling individuals or the Cell—he who affirms a people’s 
movement at all must take it for what it is, i.e, must also accept the tem- 
perature to which the “will for self-help in our people” is brought, under 
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certain conditions, by the social frictions. “One must not do everything 
oneself, but organize the self-help — which is more difficult,” says Mrs. 
Rosler, with better insight. Yes, try, to the best of your ability, to help the 
people, to find and prepare a peaceful solution, but don’t try to replace the 
people and to recognize it as mature only when it moves according to your 
individual wishes or limitations.° 

It is interesting that the slumbering and paralyzed will for self-help in 
our people shall again be awakened only by active groups. Are these groups 
identical within the Cells, or shall the Cells first be called into being by the 
groups? However that may be, groups or Cells will strive in vain to awaken 
a will for self-help in the people if the conditions do not do this. The group, 
Cell, or preparing minority, before as well as after, must free itself from 
the illusion that it is able to found a people’s movement — it must organize 
the self-help, give the movement a clear consciousness, emphasize its general 
character, protect it from making errors, serve the existing forces, tap 
existing sources, etc., but not replace its own total solutions by local 
“attempts at awakening”. For it is simply not correct that: (a) the “impulse” 
for a social reform can and must be given locally, (b) the local possibilities 
for self-help are especially abundant in youth work, in house construction 
and in settlement. A real, effective impulse to social reform can only be given, 
under present conditions, by a defeat of the central power which must be 
compelled by the people’s movement to yield the necessary means for a 
generous construction of houses, etc. But however important housing con- 
struction and other things may be, they have very little to do with “social 
reform”, and the oft-profferred youth work especially will remain as result- 
less, in the absence of fundamental social reform, as it has always been 
under capitalism. 


5 Strange: One calls upon the people and means oneself. Theodore Lessing, 
struggling in vain with social questions, remained great philosopher vis-a-vis 
elemental processes: “However (cruel as this law appears) every downfall of the 
privileged is full of value”. He shared the prejudice against the ‘‘dull herd” which 
allegedly makes no revolution, but he saw very well who provides the preparing 
and organizing “Cell”: “As all development in the organism develops from the 
point of least resistance and the wound becomes the cause for growth, so also on 
the body of humanity can growth only start from the most suffering minority 
which, more refined and more delicate than the average, has only the choice of 
destroying a form of life which has become senseless or of bleeding to death 
through it.” Deeply thought but not thought consequently enough in order to 
find out that it is the forces and juices of the whole body which cause the wound 
to heal, and that the minoriy is nothing more than the receiver of the particular 
matter which the body has latent in it, which it prepares for special purposes and 
orders where it is needed. In this sense the minority is much more dependent on 
the “mass” than it may seem: no minority destroys a form of life which has 
become senseless (for example, the present stage of puberty of humanity in which 
it runs the danger of being blocked and of rotting) if the majority does not go 
along and urge it. A part of the body cannot “bleed to death” but the body bleeds. 
to death through the wounds of its members. One may imagine the minority as the 
brain to which the wound is signalled and which now has the task of finding con- 
ditions under which growth can take place unhampered and the body be protected 
against injuries. But woe to the brain which is not incessantly supplied by the 
“dull” blood circulation and which imagines itself independent from the “feverish ’ 
collaboration of the body, For the rest, it is the wonder of the social organism 
that each of its Cells can obtain full consciousness and eliminate the difference i 
all its forms between minority and mass. : 


THE CAMPAIGN AGAINST REMILITARIZATION 229 


Is it an accident that an attempt which began with the social revolution, 
the non-violent people's movement, the new community forms, and national 
and local self-help, ends with two proposals for local work, which definitely 
do not arise from the “peculiarities of the West German situation”, and 
which are in no wise different from the “self-help” attempted in other 
countries, and which, even as self-help, are Utopian? No, one cannot speak 
of accident, where Lessing’s “minority” believes itself indeed to be in 
advance of the “dull herd” and to have the duty of awakening the people’s 
will, when in reality it hangs behind the mass, and has not yet worked itself 
up to the level of its task. It is one of the contradictions between mass and 
vanguard that can be overcome only in practice that the mass often leads 
and that the vanguard, in the arena of its tasks, learns with much greater 
difficulty than those it will “lead”. The mass is not headless but, from its 
social position, is simply unable to see where the beginning and the sum- 
marizing result of the historical movement lie. In its own domain, how- 
ever, the mass moves with a certainty for which the vanguard could envy 
it — this vanguard, on unknown terrain, is exposed to endless confusion and 
finally overcomes this confusion only when it has learned to understand the 
mass movement and to evaluate the significance of its impulses with regard 
to the practical approximation of the theoretically determined social goal. 

Just because the vanguard learns with such incredible difficulty; just 
because only practical matters are in question, which the circular on the 
“Cell” does not take up, and just because the spiritual struggle and the 
process of spiritual clarification must take place, there here will be sketched 
the way in which the “Movement for a Democracy of Content”, initiated by 
“Dinge der Zeit”, with its practically prepared “Polis” ideal, arose. Note 
well: The presentation still says nothing about the value or the success of the 
attempt started by “Dinge der Zeit”. It shall first be demonstrated that a 
“Cell” cannot be artificially created, especially not on the basis of local 
self-help. Indeed, “personal clarification and free decision out of inner 
necessity is the basis for everything which begins in a positive direction”; 
indeed, “it needs the element of community and requires planful and 
patient work”. The first point, which now requires clarification, is the defini- 
tion of inner necessity and element of community. One may understand 
many things by this, but if one does not mystify oneself, the matter is 
simple enough. 

Following the course of development that has actually taken place, the 
founders of “Dinge der Zeit” first formed a spiritual community, and started 
their work as a result of free decision, since no one had forced them to do 
so. This is, in itself, something entirely natural, and it can happen 
frequently, except for the accompanying circumstance that nobody was to 
profit materially through the undertaking itself but at most was “permitted” 
to bear a burden. Obviously the community expected a “reward” for its 
activity: it consisted of the extension of the community up to the estab- 
lishment of senseful conditions of life suited to all. Secondly, here came the 
inner necessity into play. It had to be understood in a double sense: first 
as an objective inner necessity of societal development which the alternative 
of a sensible order or common doom had posed; secondly as a subjective 
inner necessity of the individuals for whom it was impossible to bow before 
the insanity of objective conditions for whose preservation there no longer 
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remained any justification and which, therefore, steered towards the destruc- 
tion of all society. Both necessities coincided and both showed themselves as 
objectively given and effective: on the one hand by the constant sharpen- 
ing of societal contradictions, antagonisms and conditions, on the other hand 


in the unrest of the masses of the entire world and in the endeavors of — 


innumerable individuals to find a way out. To decide “freely” meant, under 
these circumstances, in the sense of Hegel, to recognize the necessity, ack- 
nowledge it and prepare it planfully and patiently. 

Long and patient work preceded the foundation of “Dinge der Zeit”, and 
led the advocates of “the new current” to a clarification of the points just 
discussed. They formed an active group, Cell or “Polis”, which stood open 
to everybody and which set itself less the task of awakening the “will for 
self-help” of the people, than the task of awakening an understanding of 
the objective societal process of development, with its inner necessity, and 
of the resulting alternative which would also call into the arena the will 
for self-help of the people in many forms, insofar as the process had been 
judged correctly. In this respect the active group did much and worked 
with a noteworthy technical-professional craftsmanship in many fields, con- 
vincingly for many individuals who were themselves looking for a way out. 
Up to now, it has not come across opponents who have been able to with- 
stand the argumentation or who proposed better solutions, but it has found 
new friends who introduced potentialities, willingness, endurance and — new 
technical knowledge and professional craftsmanship. The group was of the 
same conviction as Mrs. Rosler: “The Cell which is not in the position of 
beginning with new solutions does not exist. The how will be found out in 
common deliberation” — provided, however, that the Cell is already really 
alive, that it is clear about its theoretical and social bases or at least that it 
enters immediately into the common deliberation about them. Every real 
Cell can begin with new solutions, but the Cell which has not fundamentally 
examined all other attempts at a solution, which has not secured its organic 
connection with society or which refuses to do this, will shrink, perish, or 
simply serve only as an example of how not to proceed. 

One is allowed to emphasize the necessity of planful and patient work on 
the part of others, only if one engages in it oneself and if one neither con- 
centrates the “revolutionary training” on “young people” nor intends to 
make them into revolutionaries for “war time”. The founders of “Dinge der 
Zeit” were of the conviction, confirmed by long observation and experience, 
that the “young people” need the same training as all other people, and can 
acquire it only in common with them. If they are to be revolutionaries, then 
not only they alone; and they should not receive “special” treatment as 
people who have to stand as men but still are not “full grown”: The young 
people will come of themselves if the more or less older behave reasonably 
and put themselves on an equal footing. The young people carry the same 
burden, have the same worries, needs, sorrows and problems as the older 
ones — special “youth work” has here the effect of an artificial wall and is 
not for nothing so eagerly pursued by the state and all organizations striving 
for power. It is to keep the youth down and to misuse them. Not in youth 
training nor “in local training will show up what our various groups and 
leagues are worth” but, extended to all fields and equal in principle for all, 
in universal training which also comprises, naturally, local training. 
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Says Mrs. Rosler: “If the Cell is not an end in itself it will drive beyond 
itself in combination with others and also to new forms of organization. It 
vitalizes the existing ones and protects them from being corrupted by the 
apparatus”. Well, the Cell, “Dinge der Zeit”, did not believe in the possi- 
bility of protecting the existing Cells (or forms of organization) from cor- 
ruption by the apparatus as long as they have an apparatus at all. It gave 
itself a new form of organization and radically did away with the “appara- 
tus” with its juridical safeguards and institutions. It organized itself, thus, 
in “skeleton”, as it imagines the future society in the form of many com- 
munities (Polis) should be organized, which first of all can do without 
professional bureaucracy (state), without enforced legislation and confides 
to the “General Polis” solely deliberative functions. (In the General Polis 
will be expertly discussed the experiences of the various communities and 
all problems which go beyond the framework of the community, as, for 
example, scientific matters, long-distance communication, raw material pro- 
vision, distribution of products on a world scale, etc., etc.). Against cor- 
ruption the new organization was protested by the non-profit principle, 
against sectarian trends by its all inclusive intellectual scope. An end in 
itself, it could not become because the crystallization point was lacking and 
because it was designed for extension of this community and searched only 
for general solutions applying in principle equally to each single individual, 
to friend and to foe. It is the unique sense and indispensable life element 
of this Cell to drive beyond itself, to seek connections with others and 
thereby not only vitalize these but also itself: however, it cannot protect 
the apparatus of other organizations against their own corruption. On the 
contrary, it had thoroughly deliberated on this question and had considered 
it as one of its tasks to combat, theoretically-critically as well as practically- 
politically, the corrupted apparati and to demonstrate, through the example 
of its own organization, that the apparati have become superfluous and must 
be dissolved. 

Naturally there remained to be clarified the question of whether enough 
forces existed to put an organization without an apparatus on its feet and 
to keep it functioning. The question was answered through the investigation 
of social conditions which were characterized by social unrest and incited 
many to look for new solutions. There had to be enough individuals who 
moved in the same direction and were ready or would become so, after 
discussion, to participate in the work on the basis of the non-profit prin- 
ciple. Still more: for many, just this principle would become the point of 
attraction because they were here secure against misuse and need consider 
nothing but their real convictions. Was it not evident that other people were 
following similar ideas and perhaps had not found a definite answer or not 
yet created a Cell only because they lacked theoretical resources, possibili- 
ties to deliberate, experiences, and connections with others? Perhaps there 
already even existed “Cells”, but they were not in position to make them- 
selves heard beyond a small circle! In one word: the forces existed and the 
task was to find them or (with Mrs. Rosler) to tap existing forces and 
sources. The forces of the Cell “Dinge der Zeit” were sufficient for the 
“impulse”; the Cell said with Mrs. Rosler: the Cell which cannot make a 
beginning does not exist. But how? 
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No Cell will grow notably beyond itself if it does not create the possi- 
bility of permitting participation in its deliberations to a theoretically un- 
limited number of individuals. Today, where the “Polis” is not yet a socio- 
economic reality but merely a preparation and germ-like anticipation of the 
new form of community (without a profit economy), the process of spiritual 
clarification and human understanding, the common deliberation and the 
mutual acquaintance must, so to speak, take place “in the printed way”, 
ie, the Cell had to have an organ which replaced the public meeting. 
Nothing was allowed to remain unknown which was of importance in any 
respect for the Cell or referred to it, not even so-called banal, inferior or 
stupid arguments if the speaker insisted upon them and they represented 
more than purely private quirks.* Another possibility for making the Cell 
controllable and accessible to all did not exist — the Cell saw in this the 


6 Those, who measure everything on the “highest intellectual or literary plane” 
and find it not worthwhile to occupy themselves (as they say summarily) with 
“every dirt”, are not only in error but also regularly weak in knowledge and one- 
sided. The error consists in the belief that something which is uninteresting or 
already “finished” for them is also uninteresting or finished for all others, Con- 
cerning the essence of the community, they have dead ideas not living ones for 
the non-snob it is a pleasure, not a ‘“‘condescension”, to occupy himself with 
A-B-C questions which have more interesting sides than the snob is able to under- 
stand. (Incidentally: does not every new generation have to be instructed anew in 
the A-B-C’s and can a teacher answer the questions of his pupils with the hint 
that he has “passed this stage’?) The puzzleheadedness of the snob constitutes, 
then, his weakness and onesidedness which he tries to cover by a “superior” 
attitude. There has never been a snob of this kind whose “magnificent” statements 
were free of A-B-C errors, stupidities, inferiorities and trivialities — confronted 
with the task of answering a “stupid” objection, he will fail completely in 90 out 
of 100 cases just because he had not been “‘interested’ in the matter on the ground 
of his onesidedness. More clever does the one-sided one already become if he him- 
self remains one-sided, but does not hinder others from being interested in other 
matters, Moreover, stupidities are advanced only so long as there is nobody to nail 
them as stupidities, exactly as the bedbug asserts itself everywhere that it finds 
especially favorable conditions for lack of exterminators. Honor the exterminator, 
dear snobs, so that your next products may be free of substances which you find 
(with others!) “inferior”. Naturally, not every nonsense can be dealt with, but 
only such as has a relation to the “Polis”. There was a doctor in Switzerland who 
manifested an interest and received the assurance that he would be given the floor 
if he had something of interest to offer. He presented a manuscript (written in a 
terribly distorted German) crammed with the most ordinary errors and, after 
many a benighted erratic wandering, brought home nothing except a recipe: We 
must study Hegel in order to find the right attitude to the religious question, in 
which Marx, who understood Hegel and also did not understand him, had not 
succeeded, etc. This private insanity, indeed, could not be permitted to occupy the 
“Polis” and we proceeded according to the rules of democracy which do not forbid 
the over-ruled from seeking another audience and from conquering the majority 
with its help. Should there occur an unheard of miracle and the private insanity 
gain public importance, then we should have to be occupied with it and make an 
attempt to enlighten the public about the insanity. (This is an example of the rela- 
tionship of the “Polis” to formal democracy which, alas, still persists during the 
period of transformation when majority decisions are necessary. For the regulation 
of its own affairs it has, up to now, not needed one single formal majority decision 
and is also ahead of formal democracy insofar as it has renounced any influence 
through material power, does not make the slightest attempt at oppression, works 
only with critical intellectual weapons and even answers the most insane if he is its 
opponent and he does not appear as a sectarian preacher or agent for — Sunlight 
Soap.) ‘ 
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practical starting point for the new movement, not the starting point for the 
people’s movement which arises rather spontaneously and with which one 
has to merge, as its “intellectual precursor”, at a point produced by the 
development. 

“Dinge der Zeit” simply made a beginning with the — beginning, ice., it 
put into practice at the beginning everything about which the circular on 
“The Cell” speaks. To summarize once more, it began (a) with the 
shaping of new human beings by means of men already considerably “newly 
shaped”; (b) with the new form of community by means of an organization 
anticipating this form and bearing all essential features of the future society 
(for example, the non-profit principle anticipates the economy for use, the 
lack of apparatus and a bureaucracy anticipates self-administration, the 
voluntary division of labor anticipates dissolution of class differences and 
the difference between mass and individual in the later fully realized Com- 
munity-Polis) which stands completely open to all for observation, critique 
and participation; (c) with the opening of the intellectual struggle by means 
of submitting definite opinions, theoretical investigations, criticism of exist- 
ing institutions, attacks against the mighty of the earth and their servants, 
etc.; (d) with the process of spiritual clarification by means of progressively 
tackling all problems, tasks, technicalities, difficulties, etc., which arise earlier, 
currently or later; (e) with the process of human understanding in the same 
way and by means of reacting to all human, social and spiritual needs, 
public examination of all submitted proposals, unlimited freedom of discus- 
sion and admission to critique of every kind; (f) with revolutionary training 
by means of orienting the whole effort in the direction of a total, general, 
all-inclusive, peaceful solution of the crisis of society which, by itself and 
an principle, disadvantages nobody; further by demonstrating a real possi- 
bility for the harmonious transformation of society, by the elaboration of an 
economic and organizational plan for this transformation with the inclusion 
of all humanity, by enlarging the community to a world organization free 
from being an end in itself and functioning for the “total” solution of the 
problem of humanity. (Besides: only the social transformation is revolu- 
tionary, youth work and housing construction are conventional.) 

All these together with other elements formed an inseparable unity and 
required further planful and patient work which at every stage remained 
equally spiritual as practical and organizational. The assumption that the 
necessary forces were at hand and had only to be “traced” proved in practice 
to be right: Echo came immediately and with surprising force; the affirma- 
tive or critical common deliberation (about the what, where and how simul- 
taneously) broadened itself so quickly that a year later an Anglo-American 
Cell could appear with “Contemporary Issues” and drive for its part toward 
the building of further Cells, establish connections in many other countries 
and win continually new collaborators and readers. The organizational 
system functioned excellently and provided automatically on the one side for 
mutual education and devotion to the common goal, on the other side for 
elmination of all personal and harmful tendencies, the carriers of which will 
always find that this system, protected in itself against intellectual and 
material corruption, “offers them no fodder” and deprives them of the 
desire to stay (without expulsion, without organizational measures, solely 
on the ground of the discussion carried out). 
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The most important enlargement of the “Polis” was naturally its immedi- 
ate connection with the mass movement, that is, the utilization in practical 
politics of the results gained in its deliberations, clarifications and under- 
standing. Where it saw practical “starting points”, it did not long philoso- 
phize about them, but here, too, made a beginning with the — beginning, 
and tackled the matter itself. This will in no way say that the members of 
the “Polis” recognize or estimate all practical possibilities equally, but the 
system, “functioning in itself”, again automatically provides for “freedom 
of experiment” (learning by practical experience, with the help of one’s own 
mistakes, etc.) and permits single individuals as well as: minorities to make a 
test of the case even when the majority knows “better” or does not yet 
understand “the purpose of the exercise”. (Attempts directed against the 
people or violation of principles such as the non-profit principle, freedom of 
discussion, publicity of all critique, etc., are, of course, impermissible and 
oblige the “Polis” to reject unequivocally such misdemeanors, eventually 
to separate from incorrigible elements.) The “Polis” took exercise, gave room 
according to its forces and means (this is, for the time being, its only “limi- 
tation’) to every initiative coming from inside or outside and one day hit 
upon the question of remilitarization in West Germany, which had become 
acute. As predicted, the conditions had provided the “awakening” of the will 
for self-help of the people and concentrated it on the negation of remilitari- 
zation which had the effect of an insult to common sense. That this was 
the case was recognized inside as well as outside of Germany and, in spite 
of later confused search for “starting points”, was also recognized by the 
circular about “The Cell” which opened with the excellent statement: “We 
owe to remilitarization that it has made clear to men. . .” and then repeats 
even more clearly, that “through remilitarization minds have been set into 
motion also in social respects”. The “particularity” of the West German 
situation and its most urgent “need”, therefore, resided in the remilitariza- 
tion problem to which one had to stick, from which one should be diverted 
by nothing and for the overcoming of which, in favour of the social question, 
one had to be “one heart and one soul” with the people. Here was and re- 
mained the plebiscite (or the enforcement of new elections by the movement 
as a whole, under the slogans of the plebiscite), that form of struggle acces- 
sible to the people in the given situation — an ideal form of struggle, so to 
speak, namely peaceful in means, revolutionary in effect. One can, without 
exaggeration, say that the leaflet of the “Polis” against remilitarization has 
found so much echo and brought in all these documents only because it 
sticks completely to the sole important decision in West Germany and 
expresses what is sensed as necessity by the majority and in most cases also 
by those who let themselves be confused by the unity question and therefore 
believe one should not delineate oneself “so sharply” from Stalinism. 

On cannot solve a problem at one stroke — Mrs. Rosler has the merit of 
having posed it (anew) and of having driven further the common delibera- 
tion. Thanks to her contribution we have also arrived at a closer definition 
of the “General Polis” which appears further as the ready form of a politi- 
cally effective working community (protected in the described manner from 
fundamental defects, from being an end in itself, from misuse, claims to 
leadership, etc.). That this working community corresponds equally to a 
deep need is demonstrated by far not alone by these documents. As inde- 
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pendent organizations, the Cells “Dinge der Zeit” and “Contemporary 
Issues” have proven practically that an unsectarian, unselfish “Polis”, 
capable of achievement and function, without apparatus, bureaucracy, 
statutes and “simple” members is by no means a Utopia and can everywhere 
be emulated. To “demand” emulation or to pose it as “condition” would be 
sectarian craziness much as this emulation would naturally be desirable for 
quick proof that with the “Polis” spread over the whole world, it is not an 
iota different than with the “Mother Cells” in London and New York or 
with their “offspring” and connections in Germany, South Africa, Switzer- 
land, California, Holland, and many other countries and places as far as 
Australia and India. In the meantime there must show up what (after Mrs. 
Rosler) the various groups and leagues standing against remilitarization are 
worth, at least in the energetic continuation of the struggle against remili- 
tarization and the disastrous “Contractual Agreement” belonging to the same 
category. All organizations which have emphasized the necessity of col- 
laboration or a working community are especially obliged to organize these 
immediately — at least, again, with respect to this single goal: Prevention 
of remilitarization! We recommend the “General Polis” as the form of the 
working community because therein it is already pre-organized and “inex- 
pensive”, but we adhere unconditionally, however, to every other working 
community which serves that goal unequivocally. 


Note.—The consummation of “The Campaign Against Remilitarization”, reported 
in a separate article, is being translated from “Dinge der Zeit’? and should be 
before our English readers soon, 


HOW WEAK ARE THE RUSSIANS ? 


The following interesting remarks on new developments in the 
Russian Empire were broadcast over station KPFA in Cali- 
fornia on Saturday evening, 16th July, 1955. They are re- 
printed with the kind permission of the commentator, Virginia 
Davis. 


Relay: weak are the Russians? With the spotlight on the Big Four con- 
ference, this question assumes particular interest. Last month, I mentioned 
that Russia is in the throes of a vast agricultural depression. This month, 
Secretary Dulles testified before the House Appropriations Committee on 
10th June that the economy of the Soviet Union is “on the point of col- 
Japsing”. We shall return to Secretary Dulles’ statement. 

Let us look, then, at Russia today. The latest Russian “peace offensive” 
has brought the Cold War to an important turning point.* Not that there 


* The so-called “cold war” was, as so often stated in these pages, no more tham 
a propaganda cloak for the American-Russian business partnership. Recent develop- 
ments behind the “iron curtain’ make it extremely difficult for Russia to live up to 
this propaganda lie. The Russian attempts to call off the “cold war” are thus no- 
more than the endeavor to obtain the public seal for her community of interest 
with the “West”, as precisely this is the best means to kill the internal opposition. 
and rob it of its illusions.—Editors, 
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have been no peace offensives and counter-offensives before. But in con- 
trast to the sham efforts which both East and West have made in the past 
to settle alleged differences, the Russians today are yielding ground, not out 
of choice, not to break up the Western alliance, but because mounting diffi- 
culties at home and in their vast slave empire compel them to. As the U.S. 
News and World Report (17th June, 1955) puts it: “The hope of Soviet 
leaders is that they can get deals made quickly and start goods flowing their 
way in time to prevent internal trouble from turning into internal collapse.” 
“You get the impression that events are running the men in Russia now, 
instead of men running the events. When that occurs it means the events 
are stronger than the men. In that situation anything can happen.” The 
weakness of the Russian régime has become too obvious to hide, and what 
is responsible for it works abroad as well as at home. 

Today it is all the Russians can do to hold on to their greatly overextended 
empire. Eastern Europe, handed to the Russians as a gift at the Yalta Con- 
ference, has proven to be indigestible. Despite 10 years of totalitarian rule, 
popular resistance, silent but ubiquitous, gathers in every corner. Occasion- 
ally it bursts into open prominence as in the Berlin uprising of June, 1953, 
the demonstrations in Czechoslovakia at about the same time, food riots in 
East Germany in May, 1955, and at this very moment in Budapest where it 
is said martial law has been declared. But more often resistance takes the 
form of non-cooperation, sabotage, absenteeism, shoddy work, withholding 
of produce, and the thousand and one uncanny ways people find to evade 
bureaucratic control. 

Today food shortages exist in areas that were once food exporters. On 
30th June it was reported that Russia is buying 22 million bushels of Cana- 
dian wheat for shipment to Poland and Hungary. The East German govern- 
ment reports production lags in countless factories. Last winter a coal short- 
age was felt despite the abundance of coal in Silesia. In Hungary an official 
admits: ‘For years we have been repeating the slogan, ‘Produce more, better 
and cheaper’. In reality, we are producing less, worse and dearer.” Buda- 
pest’s famous food markets show empty shelves. Rumours that fats or meats 
are available touch off frantic consumer “runs”. In Poland also, there are 
coal shortages with production setbacks admitted in cement, bricks, ferti- 
lizers, wool fabrics and shoes. For more details see U.S. News and World 
Report, 21st January, 1955. 

The same picture applies to Czechoslovakia, Rumania and Bulgaria. Not 
even the presence of the Red Army can insure the smooth operation of a 
system which has antagonized peasant, worker and middle class alike. The 
economic plight of these countries is further aggravated by the tremendous 
tribute Russian imperialism has exacted from them in the form of repara- 
tions. Even after being freed Austria must pay indemnities to Russia to the 
tune of 320 million dollars. However, no prosperity has been achieved in 
Russia on the basis of its parasitic exploitation of the satellite countries. On 
the contrary, conditions in Russia strongly resemble those in its colonies. 
Agriculture has either stagnated or fallen backward. Krushchev himself 
admitted in a report published 15th September, 1953, that Russia had less 
livestock in 1953 than in 1916, even though the population is far larger than 
it was then. Large purchases abroad of meat, butter and other livestock 
products in the last two years have confirmed the shortages in these products. 
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| The grain shortage has been used to justify the virgin lands program and 
the attempt to expand corn acreage. Both programs, according to latest 
xeports (New York Times, 2nd July, 1953), give indications of failure. The 
_ Fimes in this same issue quotes a recent issue of [zvestia to the effect that 
i in Uzbekistan, source of more than half of Russia’s cotton, cultivation of 
this crop this year was “significantly worse than last year”. It also charged 
that cultivation of the sugar beet crop in Ukraine, chief Russian sugar beet 
. area, “is lagging strongly”. 
The significance of the crisis in Russian agriculture is that the govern- 
' ment is in danger of losing its perpetual war against 100 millon peasants. It 
is showing more and more that it is incapable of acting against them as 
Stalin did in the thirties. The ruthless collectivization drive which took place 
in that period was to establish the economic basis for a totally regimented 
population. By depriving the peasant of his land and tolls, he could no longer 
act as a free agent, and was at the mercy of the state. According to 
Churchill’s memoirs, this was at the cost of 10 million lives. Half of Russia’s 
livestock was slaughtered by the peasants so that it would not be surren- 
dered to the government. When the smoke had lifted, the Russian muzhik 
found himself thoroughly bound and shackled to the collective farms. His 
subsistence wages were determined on the basis of how well he sweated to 
fulfil astronomical quotas, and he was offered slave labor in Siberia as a 
powerful incentive for more work. Thus the factory system was brought to 
the countryside. A similar regimentation took place in industry with the 
disappearance of trade unions worthy of the name and the establishment of 
piece wages and Stakhanovism to set one worker against another. 

However, under the chaotic conditions which prevailed in Russia during 
the second World War, the Kremlin’s iron grip on the countryside was 
loosened. Peasants openly refused to give up their grain to the commissars 
and in many regions decollectivized an estimated 6 million acres of land, 
according to Time magazine, 30th November, 1953. The government, fear- 
ful of famines in the wake of war, allowed the state farms to be worked by 
peasant families and teams of eight to ten friends, many of them ex-soldiers. 

In the post-war period it was Krushchev who realized the danger to the 
régime and condemned these forms of small holdings. He began to merge 
the small groups into labor brigades of 80 to 150 persons with commissar 
overseers. Further, in 1950 Krushchev introduced the idea of the Agrogorod, 
literally, the farm city, in which even the peasant’s cow and his little garden, 
which often kept his family as well as many city workers from starvation, 
would be expropriated. The scheme collapsed almost as soon as it had 
begun. Peasant hostility overcame what was the last serious effort made by 
the régime to remuzzle agriculture. 

The deposition of Malenkov as head of state was regarded by many as 
signifying an end to concessions and a return to the harsh centralist ten- 
dency of Stalin’s rule. In fact, no such change has taken place even though 
the wily Krushchev and his cronies would like nothing better. They have even 
moved in the other direction in response to the ever-increasing demand of 
various strata for more freedom to assert their interests. For, despite the 
shibboleth of planning, Russia today is an intensely competitive society. 
One example of this retreat is a decree promulgated 10th March, 1955, by 
the Soviet Council of Ministers providing for more local initiative in agri- 
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culture and criticizing the existing system of centralized agricultural planning 
as being wrong and inefficient because it did not permit enough local initia- 
tive. Another example is the annulment of a law prohibiting the independent 
sale or exchange of industrial machinery and materials by plant directors or 
similar personnel. Persons serving prison sentences under this law were 
ordered to be freed. Time does not permit the citing of many other instances 
of this trend. The picture that emerges is one of either paralysis or retreat 
despite the presence of the world’s most highly-developed system of terror 
and repression. It is too early to say whether the disruptive forces at work 
in Russian society will triumph in the end or not. But this much is certain: 

the so-called monolith is in a moribund state and its capacity for foreign 
adventures remains a dead zero. 

Western politicians seem most reluctant to acknowledge this. One would 
expect that those who have so vociferously demanded the abatement of 
Russian tyranny would be overjoyed to witness what may be the beginning 
of its demise. Nothing of the sort! The spectacle of Russia’s weakness not 
only has embarrassed the Kremlin; it seems also to embarrass our own 
statesmen. Eisenhower finds it necessary to reassure one and all that the 
Russians will not be negotiating at Geneva out of weakness. He is utterly 
unable to explain to anyone’s satisfaction how this squares with Dulles’ 
statement that the Russian economy is at the point of collapse and that the 
Russians “‘are over-expanded, unable to meet their commitments even if they 
meant to keep them”. 

Here we have been promised 50 years, if not an eternity of cold war, and 
look at the menace! It is falling on its face. It is no longer fulfilling its 
obligation to be aggressive and ferocious. What will be left to justify the 
billions spent for western rearmament? Are there any, besides government 
and business propagandists, who seriously believe that the American 
economy could continue to function without its crutch, in the form of 40 
billion dollars of war expenditures? 

It is no wonder, then, that at the’ same time that the Russians have 
clutched Tito in an almost obscene embrace, rolled out the carpet for 
Adenauer, shouted hoarsely for more trade, withdrawn from Austria, and may 
be preparing to do the same in East Germany — Senator Symington gives 
us the ominous news that the Russians have not hundreds but “thousands 
more” jet planes than we do. Now that war production, even aside from this 
deliberate exaggeration, has strained the Russian economy to its very limit, 
we are being asked to believe that the Russians are getting more ripe for 
sustained warfare. Nothing is more preposterous! But our leaders are deter- 
mined not to let the menace die. Too much is at stake. 


Plus Ca Change...! 


“The Federal cabinet’s problem is thus to devise something which can be 
defended as a liberal move by the Colonial Secretary in the House of Com- 
mons; will look like a bargain to Africans [in the Central African Federa- 
tion] and induce them to drop their ‘protected’ status; will satisfy Europeans 
that in practice it will make no difference to their electoral preponderance. 
This sets a tricky little problem...” (Economist, February 11th, 1956). 


1 
| I HE election of Gaitskell by a large majority to the leadership of the 
. Labour Party sets the seal on a process, begun many years before, by which 


| the Labour Party, from being a movement which at least to some extent 
| reflected the aspirations of sections of the British public for a change of 
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society, has been transformed into an uneasy association of careerists, each, 
with his following, contending for power in the Party, but kept together at 


_ least for the time being by the constant preoccupation with the larger task 
. of being returned to power in the next general elections. 


It goes without saying that this degeneration of the Labour Party into a 
band of power-hungry politicians has been accompanied by a progressive 
shedding of even that modicum of intellectual capital and adherence to oft- 
sworn principles the Labour Party could once boast of. The realization of 
this change in the Labour Party, which, to-day, is in all essential matters in- 
distinguishable from the Conservative Party, is becoming increasingly wide- 
spread amongst people who once whole-heartedly supported Labour. 
G. D. H. Cole, for instance, writes bitterly: 


When I turned Socialist in my schooldays socialism appeared to be essentially 
an international movement. . . . When I joined the Socialist movement in Eng- 
land, it never occurred to me to doubt that I was accepting an international 
obligation and a loyalty that transcended national frontiers. My task, as I saw it, 
was to play my small part in a great crusade for human brotherhood that would 
make an end of the exploitation of man by man and of country by country, 
destroying capitalism and imperialism together and putting in their place a world 
society set free from war and hatred to devote its energies and vast resources to 
hanishing poverty and slavery from every country... .* 

I am assuredly no Communist. But no more am I a Democratic Socialist if 
this means renouncing the Socialist revolution and reducing socialism to a set of 
independent national electoral movements designed to gain parliamentary majori- 
ties with the support of non-Socialist voters. I do not deny the need for parlia- 
mentary action, but I do deny that socialism means no more than a number of 
national endeavours to advance gradually and constitutionally toward the welfare 
state. Even where nominally Socialist parties have gained majority support, they 
have never attempted to establish socialism: even their attempts to further welfare 
have shown signs of petering out after their initial success, owing to the difficulty 
of advancing further without disturbing the smooth working of the capitalist 
structure — to which they are supposed to be hostile — and the fear that by 
attacking it they will alienate marginal support. This seems to be the position in 
the Scandinavian countries, as well as in Great Britain... . 


* An evaluation of G. D. H. Cole’s understanding of this “international obliga- 
tion” and “loyalty that transcended national frontiers” and of the “small part” he 
actually played in the “crusade” is not in place here; though it must be said that 
to those familiar with his political utterances, it is clear that G. D. H. Cole, too, 
notwithstanding the fact that he at this late date has been forced to conclusions 
about the Labour Party and Social Democracy more in keeping with their role and 
behaviour, bears his share of responsibility for the development he now so bitterly 
deplores. 
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In my own country the Labour Party, though it reckons on returning before 
very long to political power, has no such clear vision of what it means, or ever 
wants, to do next as it had in 1945.* Its recent programs have been quite 
remarkably ineffective, and even trivial. They have not proposed any substantial } 
step toward the supersession of capitalism or toward a classless society at home; 
and in international affairs they have put forward nothing even remotely of a 
Socialist character. So far as I can see, the situation is much the same elsewhere. 
The Socialist vision has faded, and the idealism with it, leaving no more behind | 
than a mild desire to soften the asperities of capitalism and social inequality, 
without any frontal attack on either. It is as if full employment and a gradual 
development of the social-security services were enough, without any change in ~ 
fundamental class relations or in the status of the worker in his employment. . . - 
(Radical Humanist, Calcutta, 25th September, 1955.) 


It will be fruitful to consider Gaitskell more closely, and form some | 
opinion of what can be expected of him as leader of the Labour Party. | 
Of Gaitskell, the Manchester Guardian Weekly (22nd December, 1955) 
writes, “one has never found him handling a general idea’. If this is so, one 
can already see that Gaitskell is exceptionally well qualified to take impor- 
tant decisions on basic issues affecting the well-being of millions of people 
both here and abroad. But one must not, of course, accept uncritically the 
words of newspaper correspondents who, for the most part, are as familiar | 
with the handling of general ideas, or, to put it more accurately, of ideas in 
general, as Gaitskell apparently is. It may well be that Gaitskell has never 
handled any theoretical matters, that he works by rule of thumb — in a 
product of Fabianism such shallow empiricism need cause no surprise.** Yet | 
if he cannot oppose an independent all-inclusive concept of society to the’ 
“general ideas” generated by the existing social system (competition, profit) 
that serve to bind consciousness to this system, the consequence must be 
that he is “handled” by these “general ideas”, or, to put it another way, that 
his “thinking” (one hesitates to use this term of Gaitskell as all thought 
consists in the handling of general ideas!) is conditioned upon uncritical | 
acceptance of general ideas which help to prop up and preserve the status 
quo. | 
That Gaitskell is so “handled” is clearly shown by the following account 

in the Observer (18th December, 1955): 


His political faith is not at all like the heady Utopian vision that inspired 
Socialists of an older generation. The pioneers believed that, once satanic capi- 
talism had been swept away, humanity would at long last enter its spiritual 
heritage. . . . Mr. Gaitskell’s attitude is more practical. What shocks him about 
capitalism is its waste and muddle: only when capitalism has been brought 
under control can we have a sensible society, free from booms and slumps, un- 
employment and conflict. Revolution, however, is not the answer; the evils of 
capitalism, he is convinced, can be removed by administrative action... . 


* It would be interesting to know what “clear vision’ Cole could discover in the 
policy of the Labour Party as late as 1945, when it had already trampled underfoot 
all avowed socialist principles. 

** How a person who has never been known to handle a general idea can have, 
as the Observer states (18th December, 1955), “‘set to work to re-think [sic!] Socialist 
policies in post-Marxist terms”, is a mystery we do not propose to attempt to 
solve. However, for those who wish to tackle the question, we suggest as a guiding 
principle the well-known Christian maxim, “By their fruits shall ye know them”. 
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“Controlled capitalism” — this vicious claptrap peddled in one form or 
another since the middle of the last century by people of all manner of 
political opinion (Hitler, too, “controlled” capitalism and transformed it 
into — National Socialism, for its part a variant of Stalin’s “Socialism in 
one country”), which historical experience — two devastating world wars 
and the threat of the final nuclear catastrophe, the spread of fascism, slave 
labour, genocide, colonial adventures, ruinous and ever-mounting armament 
expenditure, etc., etc. — has shown to be an impossibility; which, again, 
historical experience has shown to be an ideology only veiling the onward 
march of deepest reaction — this is the substance of Gaitskell’s “theoretical” 
contribution to the solution of the contemporary crisis at a time when this 
crisis poses to humanity the inescapable alternative: either dissolve 
devastatingly uncontrollable capitalism into a controllable organisation of 
society for the satisfaction of human needs, or perish. 

Gaitskell has already given ample proof of his practical concern for the 
safety of capitalism. During his term of office as chancellor of the exchequer, 
as also since he has been the economic “expert” of the Labour Party in 
opposition, he has put through or accepted measures which penalised the 
public in the interests of the maintenance of the status quo. Indeed, of 
latter years, his conception of the economic measures required has been so 
like Butler’s (his opposite number, until the last cabinet reshuffle, in the 
Conservative Party), that the strange figure of Mr. Butskell made his appear- 
ance — a personage of whom it was said recently in the Press that he pro- 
vided considerable light relief and amused speculation as one never knew 
on which side of the House he was going to pop up next.* Yet — this illus- 
trates the capacity of journalists in the realm of ideas — a writer in the 
Manchester Guardian Weekly (22nd December, 1955) in discussing Gaits- 
kell’s fitness for his new post, could seriously put the question, “Is he more 
than the capable Socialist economist?” O tempora, o mores ! 

In general, the comments in the Press (apart from describing with various 
degrees of admiration Gaitskell’s meteoric “rise” in the Labour Party in 10 
years) have concerned themselves largely with the “real” problems that face 
him in the coming period, viz., those connected with keeping party unity 
and winning the next elections. The Economist (17th December, 1955) made 
it abundantly clear that essentially this called for a highly-developed talent 
for skilful manceuvering, and the ability nicely to judge the amount of con- 
cession required to keep the boys happy, left, right and centre. This talent 
Attlee had perfected during his long years of office; he was indeed a highly- 
accomplished bureaucrat who “seized power over the personalities of his 
Government by what — in Labour Party terms — must be called a singu- 
larly unconstitutional coup d’état, and . . . maintained it tightly throughout 
his six years in office’ (Economist, 10th December, 1955). The question 


* That Gaitskell recently “attacked” Butler’s supplementary budget is in the 
circumstance but one more piece of political chicanery. In the first place, as has: 
been said, Gaitskell had, until recent events caught up with Butler, nothing different 
to suggest. He had therefore no moral right to attack Butler for the failure of his 
measures unless he included himself in the criticism, In the second place, the whole 
performance was called into being by the needs of the struggle for power then 
going on in the Labour Party owing to Attlee’s impending retirement from the 
leadership. Some “great show” was needed to enhance Gaitskell’s prestige 1n the 
Party. 
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uppermost in the minds of many of those who have considered the question 
in the Press is whether Gaitskell, despite, it is averred, his being Attlee’s 
choice as his successor, has the necessary “statesmanship”. Indeed, the 
Economist is perturbed by the fact that Gaitskell is “such a moderate and 
sensible right-winger”, for, in order to keep his house in order, he may be 
compelled to concede more to the “left” than did Attlee (who “has been on 
what is called the left of his party”). 

It is unnecessary to enter into details about these bureaucratic wanglings 
which have been so avidly seized upon in the Press. The fact is that 
Gaitskell, whom “temperament and experience have made. . . a first-rate 
administrator”, according to the Observer (18th December, 1955), has shown 
that he knows how to play this game. A passage in the cited issue of the 
Observer is in this connection very illuminating: 


Some thought that his intransigeance would rule him out as a future party 
leader. What the Labour Party instinctively wanted was somebody who could 
reunite it. Up to a year or so ago, Gaitskell looked quite unable to do this. Since 
then he has shown an unexpected tolerance. The change came after he had voted 
on the National Executive for Mr. Bevan’s expulsion, and had found himself in 
a position that could not be successfully maintained. 

It is since that moment that remarkable things have happened. Gaitskell sug- 
gested that Harold Wilson, till then Bevan’s chief lieutenant and Gaitskell’s 
bitterest enemy, should be put in charge of the committee to look into the party’s 
organisation. It was a clear overture to the Left, and it was successful. Although 
their manceuvres have been made very cautiously, Mr, Gaitskell won over the 
tacit support of both Mr. Wilson and Mr. Crossman. 


If one considers Attlee as Gaitskell’s political godfather, then one can truly 
say that the apple has not fallen far from the tree! 


One of Gaitskell’s latest utterances shows the way the wind is blowing. 
The Times (24th January, 1956) writes: 


. .. He said there was a very general feeling in the party and movement that at 
this stage they needed to think afresh. 


People should not allow themselves to be deceived by illusions, Mr, Gaitskell 
added. “There is a terrorism of words not so very different from the physical 
terrorism associated with totalitarian régimes. We can be terrorized by words and 
we can be terrorized, so to speak, into not thinking properly. 

“Both kinds of terrorism are enemies of democracy, and just as we deplore 
and hate and detest physical terrorism so we must resist the terrorism of words. 
There is a distant relative we have to cope with, and that is the influence of 
stale slogans which affect our minds and which leave us content to accept con- 


clusions which, if we really thought about them, we would realize are not 
applicable.” 


In a word: scrap whatever remains in Labour Party propaganda which 
reminds people of the old, noble ideals of the nineteenth-century socialists, 
which are “unrealistic” and “impracticable”; and instead put forward 
propaganda to convince flagging supporters that “controlled capitalism” is 
the “socialist” ideal, and party bureaucracy, when Gaitskell is in the saddle, 
the ultimate in “democracy”. 

The appeal to resist the “terrorism of words” and see things as they are 
is in itself, however, no matter what murky ends Gaitskell had in mind, ex- 
cellent, and to apply vigorous criticism to practising terrorists with words 
such as Gaitskell and unmask their pretensions is as good a beginning as any 
in the process of cleaning the Augean stables of contemporary politics. 
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To conclude: Whatever Gaitskell may say, his political record shows that 


|; he is a sturdy defender of the capitalist status quo the mean and inhuman 
| horizon of which he has, with a few inessential ornaments of his own, made 


his own. A vulgar empiricist unable to see beyond his bourgeois nose, a con- 


};summate bureaucrat who makes “overtures” to his “bitterest enemies” to 
|. mnprove his position in the struggle for power (really principled 


behaviour this!) — such is the new leader of the Labour Party 


|\ whose election has, rightly, been welcomed by the official press, as 
}, yet one further indication of the “maturity” of the Labour Party’s under- 
|; standing of its responsibilities as a loyal opposition and prospective govern- 
}) ment. However, for everyone who has the interests of humanity at heart 
, and takes part in the endeavour to break the senseless capitalist system 


before it destroys mankind, Gaitskell’s smile is like the silver plate on a 


< coffin (to use once more the words O’Connell applied to Peel), and his elec- 


tion to the leadership of the Labour Party yet one more indication that 


j politics based on the aspirations of millions for a better life must be carried 
« on independently, outside the framework of official parties. 


26th January, 1956. 
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i. PRELIMINARY REPORT OF THE INTERNATIONAL MEDICAL 


COMMISSION ON THE EFFECTS ON HUMAN HEALTH OF 
ATOMIC AND HYDROGEN BOMB EXPLOSIONS, JAPAN, JUNE, 
1955* 


: ae appointment of an international medical commission to investigate 


the medical and biological effects of atomic explosions was sponsored by a 


‘ special Japanese committee at the suggestion of the Japanese Association of 


Doctors against the A and H Bomb. This action had wide support among 
the Japanese medical profession. Assistance in the organization of the 
Commission was given by the World Congress of Doctors for the Study of 
Contemporary Living Conditions. Among the numerous Japanese sponsors 


| special mention must be made of Emeritus Professor M. Tsuzuki, formerly 


Professor of Surgery at Tokyo Imperial University; Dr. Hideo Kumabe, 


| Director of the Research Laboratory of the Anti-T.B. Association of Japan; 


and Dr. H. Shiga of the National Institute of Public Health. 
The members of the Commission, who came from four continents, were 
all invited and attended in their personal capacities. They were as follows: 
Prof. P. Chevallier, Professor of Haematology, Faculté de Médecine 
in Paris. 
Prof. G. W. Gale, Professor of Preventive Medicine, University College 
of East Africa, and one-time Secretary of Health and Chief Health 
Officer for the Union of South-Africa. 


* Reprinted by permission of The World Congress of Doctors for the Study of 
Present-Day Living Conditions, Vienna I, Wollzeile 29, Austria. 
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Prof. F. Gietzelt, Director of the Radiological Institute and Tumour- 
Clinic, Charité, Berlin. 

Prof. L. Guzman, Professor of Oncology, University of Chili, San- 
tiago, and Director of the National Institute of Radiology, formerly 
Director General of Public Health, and one-time Premier of Chili. 

Dr. K. Holubec, Chief of the Surgical Department, Trebic Hospital, 
Czechoslovakia. 

Prof. A. V. Kozlova, Directrice of the Molotoy Institute of Radiology, 
Moscow. ; 

Prof. Pai Hsi Ching, Professor of Pathology, China National Medical 
University, Mukden, and Member of the Council of the Chinese Medical 
Association. 

Dr. S. Sevitt, Consultant Pathologist, Birmingham Accident Hospital 
and Burns Unit, Birmingham, England. 

Dr. J. Voncken, Surgeon, Chairman of the Belgian Society of Inter- 
national Medical Law. 

The members of the Commission assembled in Tokyo on 28th May, 
1955. Japanese medical and biophysical scientists of the highest repute 
reported their investigations at sessions held in Tokyo, Osaka, Kyoto, 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki. 

The Commission visited the ill-fated fishing boat Fifth Fukuryu Maru, 
in which residual radioactivity was demonstrated to them. At Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki they examined and obtained narratives from a number of 
survivors who are still suffering from surgical and medical effects of the 
explosions, visited various institutions (hospitals, schools where there are 
children survivors, and admirable museums containing relics and photo- 
graphs), and at Hiroshima were received by the Joint U.S.A. — Japanese 
Atomic Bomb Casualty Commission Offices and Laboratories. 

This report, necessarily, is based mainly on evidence supplied by Japan- 
ese scientists. All the members of the Commission were impressed with the 
high scientific quality of the clinical and laboratory observations and by 
the strictly objective manner, in which the reports were given. As already 
indicated, we supplemented this with direct evidence obtained through the 
observation and interrogation of survivors including several doctors. 


The importance of our visit was not only in relation to the hazards of | 


A and H bombs as such, but also in obtaining an insight into the results 
of the exposure of the human organism to large doses of radiation, which 
may occur accidentally in the new era, in which atomic power will be used 


for constructive pcrposes. We trust that our report will stimulate interest — 


in and further study of these effects. 


It is impossible for us immediately to prepare and present the full report, _ 


which we hope to make in due course, but it was the desire of all of us not 
to leave Japan, without having placed on record our main conclusions. 
Whilst we do not in this brief report present, still less discuss critically, all 
the evidence we received, we would stress, that our views and conclusions 
are those of persons trained and experienced in the application of the 
scientific method to medical problems. We believe, that any other group of 
medical people would, on the same evidence, have come to the same con- 
clusions. Nevertheless, we wish to make clear, that any opinions expressed 
are purely personal. We were not delegated from nor were we authorized 
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» to speak on behalf of any groups or associations, private or governmental, 
in the several countries, whose citizenship we are proud to own. 


THE PRELIMINARY REPORT 


The story of the atomic bomb explosions over Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
in early August, 1945, has passed into history. Since then other atomic 
bombs have been exploded experimentally and the development of the much 
more powerful thermonuclear hydrogen bomb has led to further experi- 
mental explosions, particularly at Bikini. The first explosion there took 
place in March, 1954. 

The “old fashioned” A-bombs, which were dropped over Japan, exploded 
at a height of 500 to 600 meters, destroyed most of Hiroshima and an 
extensive area of Nagasaki. Material destruction was caused mainly by the 
terrific air blast and the intense heat flash of some 6,000 centigrade at 
ground level followed in both cities by secondary fires. Three hundred 
thousand persons, possibly more, died as a result of the two explosions, 
many instantly and others within a few days or weeks, but the full toll has 
not yet been taken. We ourselves saw a dying patient in Hiroshima Red 
Cross Hospital, the late result of radiation sickness. 

Injury and death were the result of one or more of the following 
causes — 

1. Burns, mainly from flash affecting exposed areas of skin, but also from 
flames. 

2. Trauma, caused by flying glass splinters and by collapsing structures. 

3. Radiation — direct from the explosion of the bomb, and also from 
fission products and from induced radioactivity. 

It is, of course, the third group, which is novel, and therefore merits 
special notice. 

Acute Radiation Disease 

The symptoms depend largely upon the amount of radiation received 
and this varies mainly with the distance of the individual from the point 
of the explosion, his degree of shelter, and the duration of his exposure. 
Cases of severe and even fatal radiation disease, due to contamination of 
the ground from fission products and to induced radioactivity in buildings, 
also occurred among rescue workers. In fully developed cases prodromal 
symptoms such as malaise, lassitude, anorexia, thirst, nausea, vomiting, 
diarrhoea and fever were frequently followed by a period of latency. 
Haemorrhagic symptoms such as skin petechiae, haematemesis, haemoptysis 
and haematuria appeared and were the result of a severe thrombocytopenia 
and damage to capillary walls. Stomatitis, gingivitis and pharyngitis — 
frequently necrotic — also appeared, as well as bloody diarrhoea from 
intestinal ulceration. These changes were associated with a severe depres- 
sion of the blood leucocyte count. If the patient lived long enough marked 
epilation commenced usually in the second or third week. Rapidly fatal 
cases died before haemorrhagic or ulcerative changes developed. In mildly 
affected cases symptoms could be delayed for weeks, and were often con- 
fined to bloody diarrhoea, vomiting and epilation. 

Most of the deaths from radiation occurred within six weeks of the 
bombing. They were due to the destruction of the haemopoietic system 
accompanied by secondary bacterial invasion of the lungs or other organs. 
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Recovery by those less severely affected was slow. Lassitude persisted for 
months or even years. ; , . 
Many had bouts of vomiting, fever, diarrhoea, vertigo, visual disturb- 


ances and other symptoms. Hair growth usually returned. Impotence and 


amenorrhoea were usual, and sterility due to atrophy of spermatogenic 
structure was frequent. Pregnant women frequently miscarried, premature 
and still births were common, and there were malformations among the 
children born alive. 
Delayed Manifestations 

These have occurred in exposed persons with a history of acute radiation 
disease and also in those without such a history. Blood changes of various 
kinds are seen, with or without general debility. Fatal cases of leukemia, 
aplastic anaemia, myeloma and erythraemia have occurred years after 
exposure and are still occurring. The relationship to A-bomb explosions is 
shown by the fact that leukemia is more frequent among the exposed than 
among the non-exposed. Cataract is common, and also keloid-like scarring 
from burns to an extent which suggests causal connection with radiation. 
And there is evidence to suggest strongly that children exposed to bomb- 
radiation have been retarded physically and mentally. 
Genetic Effects 

Investigations made among the 280,000 survivors have shown, that many 
men have become sterile and that temporary amenorrhoea occurred among 
many women. This confirms that severe changes can be produced in human 
reproductive organs by radiation. From studies of plants and animals it is 
known, that harmful and other mutations may occur as a result of exposure 
to doses much smaller than those released at Hiroshima and Nagasaki. 
Autopsies on children still born, or who died soon after birth, have shown 
a significantly higher incidence of cardiovascular, nervous system and other 
malformations in children of exposed parents than in control children. 
Investigation in the genetic field cannot, of course, be completed within 
only one generation. 
Mental Ill Health 

We draw special attention to the fear and anxiety, both for themselves 
and for their descendants, which is present among the bombed population 
and will doubtless increase as the possible long-term effects of their 
exposure become more widely known. However low the incidence of these 
no one can predict upon whom they will fall, so that anxiety may well be 
universal. It is now common knowledge among the survivors that leukemia 
— known as “atomic bomb disease” among the people of Japan — may 
supervene years after the bombing and that medical science is powerless 
to prevent a fatal outcome. One married couple, survivors, told us that they 
had deliberately refrained from having children in case any of them should 


be abnormal, and that there were many other couples whose reactions were 
similar. 


Radioactivity from H-Bomb Explosions 


The Bikini explosion resulted in the contamination of a Japanese fishing 
boat, the Fifth Fukuryu Maru, by the fall-out of radioactive dust from the 
atmosphere for four hours. The boat was eighty miles outside the calculated 
danger zone which indicates that the range of such explosions is unpredict- 
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able. All twenty-three of the crew who returned to their home port two 
‘veeks later became ill with symptoms of radiation disease and one of them 
died. Their illness was prolonged and they are still suffering from chronic 
effects including sterility. The boat dust was found to be highly radioactive 
and radioactive material was detected in the blood, excreta, thyroid glands, 
ete. of the patients and in various organs including the liver of the man 
who died. Experiments with the dust from the boat produced acute radia- 
tion sickness in animals and genetic effects in plants. 

The experience of the fishing boat was merely an incident in the wide- 
spread contamination of the Pacific Ocean and the falling of radioactive 
rain upon Japan, and doubtless, other countries also. An official survey by 
the Japanese Government showed that fish caught in the Pacific, from 
Japan to New Guinea and from Taiwan (Formosa) to near Hawaii, were 
contaminated with radioactive material. A considerable proportion of the 
fish landed in Japan, for eight months after the explosion, was condemned 
as unfit for human consumption. The radioactivity of the rain resulted 
in the measurable contamination of many kinds of crops in different parts 
of Japan, including tea, maize and garden vegetables. 

Treatment of Radiation Disease 

There is no specific therapy for radiation sickness. Treatment is support- 
ive and symptomatic and includes the use of blood transfusions, anti- 
biotics, rest and good nutrition. Drugs to hasten the excretion of radio- 
active material are being studied in animals but as yet no satisfactory 
compound has been found. 

Civil Defence 

The downward and lateral blast of the A bombs in Japan was so 
enormous, that all buildings except those made from heavily reinforced 
concrete (commonly used in Japan as a safeguard against earthquakes) were 
wrecked and the resulting debris blocked the roads and streets making 
rescue work impossible or very difficult for days. Telephonic communica- 
tion was impossible because of the destruction of overhead wires, the 
electricity supply was cut off, and the water supply seriously disrupted. 
Thousands of injured and burned people must have died while awaiting 
rescue. Flames consumed all the wooden dwellings and the interiors of 
concrete buildings. In Hiroshima all but one of the hospitals were totally 
wrecked and seventy out of 170 doctors in the town were killed. For the 
adequate treatment of the 34,000 cases of burns at Hiroshima there would 
have been required tens of thousands of doctors and nurses, and thousands 
of tons of medical supplies including blood from tens if not hundreds of 
thousands of donors. The explosion of an H bomb on a city would result 
in a degree of physical destruction and a number of human casualties many 
times greater than at Hiroshima. In the central area of such an explosion 
the dead could be numbered in millions and at the periphery would be 
hundreds of thousands of injured, burned and irradiated survivors to be 
treated under the chaotic conditions prevailing. The large force of medical 
and auxiliary personnel required for rescue and relief would simply not be 
available, having regard to national demands in time of war. 


Conclusions 
The rapid release of vast quantities of energy and radioactivity from the 
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explosion of atom and hydrogen bombs has produced severe effects in 
exposed human beings. Most of those affected have died. Those who sur- 
vived commonly suffered or suffer from various after effects and many 
cases of blood disease terminating fatally have already occurred among 
them. Pregnant women frequently miscarried. Some children who were 
exposed were retarded mentally and physically. The study of these various 
effects should continue, and periodic international conferences convened to 
evaluate the results. 

We consider that the persistent radioactivity through contamination of 
the sea, rain and atmosphere is the most important feature of experimental 
H bomb explosions, for we are afraid that the cumulative effects of 
increased irradation over widespread areas may result in unfavourable 
genetic changes among the populations of those areas. We are members of 
a profession whose duty it is to defend the public health against any 
threats to it which can be prevented. As doctors we appeal to the mutual 
understanding of nations and the good sense of mankind to ensure that 
there shall be no further explosions of atomic and hydrogen bombs, and 
that the use of atomic energy shall be confined to peaceful and constructive 
purposes for the benefit of all the peoples of the earth. 

Signed: 
Simon Sevitt 
Pai Hsi Ching 
Kozlova 
Dr. K. Holubec 
G. W. Gale 
Gietzelt 

Agreeing with this report with certain reservations concerning the para- 
graph “Mental Ill Health” on p. — L. Guzman. 

Je ne suis quhématologiste — mais j’ai confiance en mes collégues qui 
ont plus de compétance que moi pour le reste. Paul Chevallier. 

N’étant pas compétant en sciences. physiques et météorologiques, je 
fais quelques réserves sur les résultats de cette étude qui me parait devoir 
étre poursuivie. Voncken. 


. 


Tokyo, June 1955. 
2. THE BOMBS* 


Str, — As a member of the international medical commission which 
visited Japan to investigate the medical and biological effects of atom-bomb 
and experimental hydrogen-bomb explosions, I should like (1) to draw 
attention to new evidence given to us about the genetic effects of the 
A-bombs at Nagasaki and Hiroshima in 1945, and (2) to outline the 
evidence given to us about the radioactive contamination of a vast area of 
the globe persisting for months after the experimental H-bomb explosions 
at Bikini in 1954. 

Genetic Effects of the A-bomb 


Professor Hayashi, of the Nagasaki Medical School, told us that he had 
performed necropsies on 887 neonatal infants born in Nagasaki during 44 
years from 1949 to 1953. He divided these infants into two groups and 


“Reprinted from The Lancet (July 23, 1955), by permission of the Editor, 
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compared the incidence of major congenital malformations among those 
whose parents (one or both) were exposed to the A-bomb with the incidence 
‘ among those whose parents were not so exposed. Only major anomalies 
) were considered and common abnormalities such as “accessory spleens, 
‘ abnormal lung lobation, &c.”, were excluded. Parents were regarded as 
| having been exposed to the A-bomb if, when the explosion took place, they 
were living within 10 km. of its centre. Table I shows an incidence of 
_ 18.9% major congenital malformations among the infants of parents one or 
' both of whom were exposed to the A-bomb, compared with 11% among 
infants neither of whose parents were exposed. In other words, the fre- 
. quency of such malformations was increased by 72%. Related to this find- 
ing is that of Macht and Lawrence * who found that congenital malforma- 
' tions were 24% higher among the children of radiologists than among the 
children of other doctors. Table II shows that in Nagasaki the congenital 
defects which particularly increased were those of the cardiovascular, cen- 
tra! nervous, and genito-urinary systems, although the incidence of bone 


TABLE I—CONGENITAL ABNORMALITIES IN RELATION TO 
EXPOSURE OF PARENTS 


No. of | No. % 
Pas infants malformed | malformed 
One or both parents exposed | 
to A-bomb Sed meee Ty AO ReES | 92 18.9 
| | | 
Both parents exposed P| 149 27 18.1 
Father exposed, mother not 80 18 22.9 
Mother exposed, father not | 259 47 18.1 
Neither parent exposed ... 363 40 11.0 
Both parents unknown or 
exposure information not 
available... Soe ae 2H. 10 
| 


* Includes 9 children “mother exposed, father unknown”. 


TABLE II—MALFORMATION OF VARIOUS BODY SYSTEMS IN 
RELATION TO EXPOSURE OF PARENTS 


y Apne toaalities oe 


| 
| 


2 | | 5 
atl | No. of | §.& 686 a4 oval edie Sis 
infants So Ssklbe8 ees ae 
es (eoe@|See\S-E8| as 
a SISOS FHOgsIOs” | B 
| | it 
Pare cyrerpoced ioe NAO PAZoN" 834°) 26 1 19 | 4 
| | (8%) (6.8%) (5.2%) |(3.8%) (0.8%) 
Parents not exposed $2514 93603 US WS e138 8 1 
(5%) (3.6%) (2.2%) (0.27%) 
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and muscle defects was also higher. Hayashi stated that certain malforma- 
tions, like “meningeal cyst, atresia ani, &c.”, were found only in the 
exposed group, while others (“complicated cardiovascular anomalies and 
diaphragmatic hernia”) were much commoner. He said, moreover, that for 
each of the 4 years the incidence of congenital abnormalities was higher 
in the exposed group. This strengthens the general conclusion that major 
congenital abnormalities were more frequent among the children of parents 
who had been exposed to the A-bomb 4-8 years previously, and that this 
greater frequency is probably continuing. 

As Hayashi did not give the total number of births of infants from which 
his material was obtained, his results might be explained in one of three 
ways. 

* Exposure of the parent(s) to radiation had reduced the number of infant 
deaths from other causes and had left the number of malformations unaltered, 
thus producing a relative increase in the incidence of malformations, This seems 
far-fetched. 

2. Other causes of infantile death were unaltered and the incidence of mal- 
formations had increased by over 70%. 

3. Other causes of death increased the death-rate by, say, about 20-30%, while 

malformations went up by 100%. 
In my opinion either the second or third explanation is the correct one. 
Theoretically the most probable explanation for Hayashi’s findings is that 
jethal genetic changes (including chromosome rearrangements in current 
genetic theory) occurred in the sex organs in many of those who were 
exposed at Nagasaki. The other possibility is that unfavourable intra- 
uterine environment, due to exposure of the mother, was responsible; but 
this is unlikely, since the incidence of 22.5% of malformations among the 
80 “father exposed, mother not” group, does not support this. Supplemen- 
tary evidence of genetic effects due to exposure to radiation at Nagasaki 
has been found by Neel et al., of the Atomic Bomb Casualty Commission.® 
These workers found significant changes in the male/female ratios among 
the children of exposed parents. For example male children were less 
numerous among the offspring of women exposed to radiation, and this is 
said to be the result of sex-linked recessive lethal mutations. The sex- 
incidence of Hayashi’s malformed infants should be of interest. 


Experimental H-bomb Explosions 41° 


Perhaps even more important to the future of mankind than the terrible 
A-bombs in Japan have been the effects of the experimental H-bomb 
explosions at Bikini, the first of which took place in March, 1954. The 
experience of the ill-fated fishing-boat, Fukuryu Maru, which was heavily 
showered with radioactive dust for 4 hours whilst steaming 80-100 miles 
outside the “calculated danger zone” was merely an incident in the radio- 
active contamination of the Pacific Ocean and of the atmosphere. 

Radioactive rain fell all over Japan for months, particularly along the 
Pacific Coast and in the southern and central areas. In May the radio- 
activity varied from 0.1 to 1.0uC per litre. This was associated with con- 
tamination of the atmosphere by radioactive dust which was falling to the 
ground and contaminating the soil. Radiochemical analysis of the rain at 
different institutions has shown that the radioactivity was due to a mixture 
of fission products similar to those detected in the Bikini ash collected from 
the deck of the Fukuryu Maru. The elements detected in the rain include 
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ee aye tia, 887 2 Zr Nb,” St, 1?9Te! 8°U, and a group of rare 
earth elements. Similar artificial radioactivity was found on the surface of 
the soil and on vegetables. 

In various parts of Japan radioactive rain and dust resulted in the con- 
tamination of many kinds of crops, all or most of which have been freely 
sold in the markets. Crop contamination was not only due to surface 
contamination of the leaves but also to absorption of radioactivity through 
the roots. In this way barley, wheat, rice, vegetables, and tea were con- 
taminated — all the main crops in Japan. The degree of radioactivity was 
not high, but there was a definite or considerable excess of radioactivity in 
the tea, barley, rice, and wheat as compared with the 1952 and 1953 
crops.* ° In many places the rice crop, for example, was found to be 10-20 
times more radioactive than in the preceding years. Most of the radio- 
activity in the tea was water-soluble, and it was estimated that the drinking 
of three cups of tea daily gave a dose of radioactivity in excess of the 
so-called “maximum permissive dose” laid down by the U.S. Bureau of 
Standards. 

Radioactive contamination of the fish caught in Japanese waters and in 
other parts of the Pacific led to a government inspection of all fish landed 
at Japanese ports. Fish with a surface radioactivity of over 100 counts per 
minute at 10 cm. distance (normal background-count was 20) were con- 
demned. This affected about 6% of all catches and about a million pounds 
of fish. Other fish with excessive surface counts between 20 and 100 per 
minute were sent to market and eaten by the Japanese people. The tuna 
and bonito fishing organizations claimed that the total loss to the fishing 
industry amounted to $6 million.‘ For various reasons the government 
discontinued the inspection last December; but even at that time occasional 
highly contaminated fish (1000-2000 counts per minute) were being caught 
in coastal waters.® 

Examination of many fishing-boats and their catches has shown that 
radioactive contamination of the water and of the fish in the Pacific per- 
sisted at least for months and extended from around the coast of Japan in 
the north as far south as New Guinea or Australia, from near Taiwan 
(Formosa) in the west to Hawaii in the east (see figure). Oceanic currents 
had played a part. The Japanese government sent a scientific observation 
ship to make specimen catches in various parts of the ocean and to examine: 
the water and zooplankton. Radioactive contamination of fish was found to 
be associated with widespread contamination of zooplankton and of the 
upper 50-100 metres of the sea. In other words at least half the Pacific was 
contaminated and abounded with radioactive fish. In the Bikini area maxi- 
mum counts of 6000-7000 per minute were found. The fish population in 
the Pacific may be permanently affected: for example, their numbers may 
be decreased by lethal mutations. 

Thus the whole Japanese people were eating radioactive fish, bread, rice, 
and vegetables, drinking radioactive tea, and inhaling radioactive dust in 
the air for months after the Bikini explosion. The dose per head of popula- 
tion was probably insufficient to cause acute radiation disease (except to: 
the Marshall Islanders who have suffered the bloody diarrhcea, epilation, 
and leucopenia of radiation disease) but the cumulative action of continuous 
small doses of radiation upon the whole Japanese people (and no doubt 
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upon the populations of other countries) may well have unfavourable 
genetic effects upon future generations. 

Doctors have to defend the public health. If, for example, the water- 
supply of a city were poisoned by arsenic, steps would be taken to ensure 
that no further contamination could take place. For this reason, my col- 
leagues in the commission and I believe that it is the duty of doctors all 
over the world to call for the prohibition of explosions which are a menace 
both to mankind today and to future generations. 

I am indebted to Prof. J. B. S. Haldane and Prof. L. S. Penrose for their 
helpful comments on Professor Hayashi’s paper. 

Pathology Department, 
Birmingham Accident Hospital. S. SEVITT. 
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U.S. government. 
xF = position 
Fukuryu Maru 
of the 


W (quadrant) = “danger zone” extended later, 
NE, EC, SE are equatorial currents. 
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3. KAFR BIRA'AM TRAGEDY 


Kare Bira’am is an Arab village in Israel, situated at about 5 kilo- 
metres from the Israel-Lebanese frontiers and its inhabitants are docile and 
peaceful Christians who obey the law and keep the peace. None of them 
has ever perpetrated any hostile act against the Jewish people during the 
Mandate, nor against the State of Israel. In spite of this friendly attitude, 
the Israeli military authorities expelled them from their village 15 days 
after its occupation by the Israeli army, leaving 12 villagers to guard 
the belongings and properties of the inhabitants who took shelter in caves 
and valleys and under the fruit trees around the village. They were strongly 
attached to the lands they inherited from their forefathers, and were desir- 
‘ous of living with the Jews on terms of peace and friendship. This is why 
they remained in the country and did not join the train of refugees. The 
wretched living they suffered in the caves and valleys and under the trees 
led to the death of a number of children and elderly men and women. 

Seven days after the occupation, the Minister of Minorities, Mr. Bekhor 
Shitreet, accompanied by the Military Governor of Nazareth, Mr. Elisha 
Soltz, passed by the village of Kafr Bira’am. The village clergy and Mukh- 
tar (a village notable appointed by the Government to perform certain 
official duties) contacted them and explained to them the details of the 
village plight. They saw the pitiful conditions of the villagers and directed 
them to occupy the abandoned houses in the contiguous Arab village of Al- 
Jish until the Arab armies had retreated behind the frontiers when 
the villagers would return home. Acting upon this directive, a part of the 
villagers occupied the abandoned habitations, and the remaining part, num- 
bering some 300 persons, continued to live under the trees. When winter 
approached, they asked for tents to protect them against rain and cold, but 
the request was discarded. They moved, therefore, to Irmeish, a Lebanese 
Maronite village on the border. 

The village guards continued to watch the village for 6 months when 
some Jews from Kibbutz Biri’m occupied the houses. The villagers were 
perturbed, and protested against this occupation to the Prime Minister, Mr. 
David Ben Gurion. They received a reply No. 12313/19 dated 13.3.1949 
from Mr. J. Palmon, the Adviser on Arab Affairs in the Prime Minister’s 
office, assuring them that “the Government does not intend to strip the 
inhabitants of Kafr Bira’am of their lands, the source of their livelihood, 
nor to mete out to them a negative treatment having regard to their friendly 
attitude, and that their removal from the village was only a temporary 
measure’. 

In 1949, the villagers of Kafr Bira’am cultivated a part of their lands and 
gathered the crops. They were permitted to repair their houses lest they 
deteriorate and collapse, the Government’s intention being then that they 
should return to the village. But early in 1950, this intention underwent a 
change. The authorities forbade them to go to their houses and churches 
and prevented them from ploughing and cultivating their lands with the 
exception of a small area. Having lost all patience and being convinced 
that the Government did not intend to honour the promise contained in the 
aforesaid letter of the Adviser on Arab Affairs, the villagers applied on 
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30.8.1951 to the High Court of Justice for an order directing the responsible 
authorities to permit them to return to the village and to restore their 
properties. The Court issued an order nisi which was relayed to the Military 
Governor and the Minister of Defence. The Government then realized that 
the expulsion of the villagers and the taking of their lands were illegal and 
unjustified, and that the Court would make a final order directing the 
villagers’ return as well as the restitution of their lands and properties. To: 
prevent the pronouncement of such an order, the Government took a dis- 
honourable measure. It issued an order declaring the village and its lands a 
“closed area”, thus prohibiting the villagers’ return and precluding the 
Court from delivering a judgement in their favour. Unfortunately, the 
Court facilitated the taking of the measure by adjourning the hearing of 
the villagers’ application three days, during which the Government was 
enabled to publish the aforesaid order in the Official Gazette, clothing it 
with legislative validity before the pronouncement of the Court’s order. 
Actually, the Court dismissed the villagers’ application solely on the strength 
of this order, and advised the villagers to apply to their adversary, the 
Military Governor, for authority to return home. 

Acting upon the evidently futile counsel of the High Court of Justice the 
villagers, unavailingly, applied repeatedly to the Military Governor for per- 
mission. Far from displaying any sympathy and willingness to do the 
villagers justice, the responsible authorities subjugated them to further 
persecutions and frightful annoyances. Travel permits were withheld even 
from labourers supporting families who earned their livelihood by working 
outside the village; the lease of olive groves, fig trees and abandoned lands 
was forbidden except to certain individuals of the village in order to sow 
the seeds of disunity among the villagers. Nevertheless, they endured their 
sufferings with fortitude, hoping that the Government would, ultimately, 
do them justice. But, while patiently awaiting the Government’s order to 
return home and take possession of their properties and lands, their houses: 
were dynamited on the 16th September, 1953, simply for the love of perse- 
cuting the villagers, usurping their properties and, eventually, expelling 
them. 

The Government deprived the villagers of taking their own lands and 
fruit trees on lease, demolished their dwelling-houses and made them inhabit 
insanitary dwellings where 10 persons live in a single room used for the 
purpose of receiving visitors and guests, sleeping, eating, cooking and even 
relieving oneself. It reduced the villagers, who have always been energetic 
and diligent farmers, to idle casual labourers with hardly any work to main- 
tain their families. These hardships were not, in the eyes of the Government, 
sufficient punishment. It, therefore, proceeded to levy from them education 
poll tax, war indemnity tax and income tax as though they were like the 
citizens who enjoy all their rights, movable and immovable properties. 
Vainly did they complain, and in vain they sought mercy. The persecution 
and maltreatment were not limited to the villagers only, but were applied 
to their religious heads, namely: — 

(1) Father Yousif Elias, whose house was demolished, vast lands usurped, 
and who was left without any housing accommodation. He took shelter 
in a church at Acre, away from his parish, and was compelled to leave the 
country. 
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(2) Father Elias Susan, 80 years old. The Government deprived him of 
his house and land as well as of the community religious endowments, the 
revenue of which was the means of his subsistence. It did not provide him 
with a dwelling-place. He bought a wooden box, placed it at the entrance of 
Al-Jish village and installed himself therein. In consequence of this wretched 
accommodation, he contracted a disease against which he is now struggling. 
_ (3) Father Yousif Istefan who was stripped of his properties and lands 
including the wakf properties. To maintain his family consisting of 13 per- 
sons, he was forced to teach in the Government school. The Minister of 
Education later terminated his employment because of his continuous 
defence of his parishioners’ rights. The Minister has thus not only deprived 
him of the means of livelihood, but has also deprived the students of his 
educational abilities. 

These are the conspicuous facts of the Kafr Bira’am tragedy. The Govern- 
ment of Israel cannot refute any of them. The villagers ask what is the pur- 
pose behind the policy of persecution which it pursues against them, and 
until when will the maltreatment continue. They firmly believe that their 
case is rightful and that right is undefeatable. The Government cannot 
make them change their righteous attitude no matter how long the oppres- 
sion will last and no matter how diversified it will be. They depend not 
only on the justness of their case, but also on the sense of justice which they 
believe dominates the hearts of the Jewish people who have suffered for 20 
centuries bitter persecution and know that injustice and oppression 
breed but hate and enmity. They also rely on the help of persons of con- 
science and integrity, of the lovers of right throughout the democratic 
world. 

The villagers of Kafr Bira’am were expelled from the village without com- 
mitting any offence, and their lands were taken for no reason other than 
that they are Arabs. Their properties were confiscated in spite of the fact 
that they are peaceful citizens, and their houses were demolished even 
though they cherish nothing for the State of Israel but faithfulness and 
loyalty. Government taxes are arbitrarily imposed upon them without taking 
into consideration the chain of miseries which the Government inflicted 
upon them. They have no means to stop the persecution and injustice other 
than to appeal to the Jewish people and to the civilized world at large for 
help to persuade the Government of Israel to accede to the villagers’ just 
demands. Undoubtedly, the justice of the Government is best measured by 
the extent of justice and equity it demonstrates toward the minority living 
under its rule. The most convincing proof of the peaceful designs which it 
may have toward the Arabs is its attitude respecting the Arab minority and 
whether it treats them on the basis of complete equality of rights and duties 
with the Jewish citizens of the State. Treating the Arabs of Israel with 
justice and impartiality could constitute the best demonstration of Israel’s 
good intentions and would be a real contribution toward the establishment 
of peace and tranquillity. But if the Government persisted in persecuting the 
Arabs who remained in the country in consequence of a true desire to 
associate their fate with the destiny of the State and to live with the Jews 
on terms of friendship and understanding, the Arab States and peoples 
could not be blamed if they strongly suspected Israel’s intentions and 
believed that it stored for them evil and treachery. The Israeli Arabs have, 
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unavailingly, endeavoured to convince the Government of the necessity of 
changing its oppressive policy. 

In view of the negative attitude of the Government to the demands of 
the inhabitants of Kafr Bira’am, and of their firm belief that the Govern- 
ment has no desire to relieve them of the injustice they suffer, the villagers. 
boycotted the elections for the third Knesseth in protest against the demoli- 
tion of their village, the usurpation of their land and the refusal to permit 
them to return home, and in resentment of the indifference shown by the 
present Knesseth to the villagers’ repeated protestations and supplications, 
and to make the whole civilized world bear witness to Israel’s brutal tyranny. 

On the election day, 26th July, 1955, the villagers assembled in Maronite 
Church at Al-Jish village where they now live. A mass was celebrated— 
and prayers were said supplicating the Almighty God to impart wisdom, 
justice and mercy to the responsible authorities to return them the village. 
The congregation then formed a religious procession, and, carrying the 
portrait of the Virgin, went from the Church to the Wailing Hill (a hill 
facing the village of Kafr Bira’am, now the Wailing Place ot the villagers. 
where they go, individually and in groups, to lament over the destruction 
of the village and pray with warmth and faith for their return to rebuild the 
village, develop the lands, and revive the trees, rendering the place, as it 
were, a verdant garden abounding with blessings and protecting them against 
starvation and wandering). On this Hill the parish priest, Father Yousif 
Istefan, delivered a pathetic sermon urging the congregation to be patient, 
hold fast to their rights and work continuously for the achievement of their 
aims, to return home and restore their lands and properties. He appealed to 
them to stand united, to co-operate and collaborate together with hearts full 
of faith, hope and confidence, to weather the painful conditions surrounding 
them. The villagers fasted the whole day and sent a memorandum of protest 
to the President of the State, the Prime Minister, and to the Arab and 
Hebrew Press in Israel. 

It remains to be seen whether the new Government and the third Knes- 
seth will have a better sense of justice and equity than the preceding Israeli 
Governments and Knesseth, grant the just demands of the villagers and 
finally settle this vexed case as well as other similar Arab cases in a manner 
compatible with justice and right. 

Haifa, 14th August, 1955. 
E. N. Koussa, 
Advocate. 


Socialism in One Business ! 


“Mr. Ronald George, an under-manager of a grocery branch of the Blyth 
(Northumberland) Co-operative Society, is faced with the prospect of giving 
up his job because his wife is carrying on a family hairdressing business, 
which is considered to be ‘in competition with the society’. The society has 
given Mr. George notice either to leave it or to end his wife’s business: 
the notice expires in a week... . ” (Manchester Guardian, December 15th, 
1955.) 
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